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.T]ie..CHiiIIu/iiui..(liidia) i 1 declare open the ninety-fourth raeeting of the 
Conference of the Eighteen-- Nation Committee on Disarmaments 

Before calling on the first speaker, there is one matter which I should like 
to mention. In order to permit the preparation during the recess of the final 
verbatim records of the present session of the Conference, delegations are requested 
to make every effort to submit corrections to their speeches in the verbatim records 
of the ninety-third meeting, that is, our last meeting, today's meeting and tomorrow's 
•meeting before their departure from Genevao This will help the Secretariat to 
prepare the records, and it is hoped that all delegations will co-c^.erate o 

I call now upon the representative of Romania, I.>o Liacovescu, the first speaker 
for' today, 

mvo x^COVESCU (Romania)? ;fe have now reached the end. of tr.e third part of 
the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on Disarmament and at the same time 
the end of this year* xviore than nine months have elapsed since we met in this hall 
in order to start the proceedings of this Conference, This is the right time to draw 
up the balance sheet of our work and of our efforts here, I shall endeavour to sub- 
mit this balance sheet to representatives as it is seen by the Romanian delegation. 

The first and most important task entrusted to this Committee — a task which 
constitutes its very raison d' etre — is the working out of the treaty on general 
and complete disarmament under strict international control. It is only too natural 
to ask the questions what have v/e accomplished with regard to this fundamental task, 
the conclusion of a treaty on general and complete disarmament under strict inter- 
ne/oional control? lie have worked out — and this not without maintaining certain 
differences of position, specified within the well-known brackets — a draft 
;:reamble (El^C/L.ll/Rev.l) and the drafts of the first four articles of the treaty 
(EiIDC/40/Eev,l, EWt/55) ^ Draft article 4 — and this must be seated in all frank- 
ness— merely lays down synthetically the great differences existing between the 
tv/o positions with regard to the contents oi the first stage • The/o is all. No 
further progress has been made. 

Is there any necessity to stress that this is too little? Locking upon things 
e,s they are, ^' sine ira et studio" , as Tacitus said when proceeding to write down and 
analyse the history of the tiriies about 2,000 years ago, we have to admit that we have 
not fxilfilled the task entrusted to us by peoples the world over. If we are willing 
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■be change this situation in the coming year — and I hope that there is no one arnong 
us who does not v/ant this — , then it is necessary to explain ireaiiay the cause which 
prevented us from making concrete progress with respect to the treaty on general and 
couiplete disarmament o 

In my opinion^ the cause which made our Committee fail to bring to an end the 
main task entrusted to it consisted not so much in the differences of opinion on 
certain specific problems^ but mainly in the maintaining by some of- the delegations 
presiant here of an attitude which contradicts the very idea of negotiation^ 

I want to be very clear; the Romanian delega^tion does not underestimate in the 
least the importance;, dimensions and complexity of the problems connected with general 
and complete disarmament » The Romanian delegation does not underestimate the extent 
of the differences existing between us^ nor does it think that they could be easily 
overcome, We cannot accept ambiguous formulas which would later beconie mere words 
on mere scraps of paper o Neither can the differences be maintained in their inte- 
grity, because that would result in our failing to reach agreement , iroceeding from 
the/b point of view, the Romanian delegation has been, and still is^ of the opinion 
tjiat' the very essence of our work here is to negotiate, and that this Committee is 
a negotiating body and not a rostrum from which to explain rigid, non--negotiable 
positions. 

Before looking into the situation prevailing in our Committee in this respect, 
might I be allowed to submit an opinion v/hich the Romanian delegation has arrived at 
after a month of \7ork in the Committee o 'v7e have often been told here about two 
philosophies. The term ^'philosophy appears to us rather pompous, and that is why I 
am not going to employ itc I shall use a term which is more modest, but at the same 
time nearer to reality s concept. Indeed, tv70 essential positions have obviously 
emerged in the course of our proceedings, expressing two essential concepts on general 
and complete disarmaments Underlying the attitude of the socialist delegations is 
the concept that, taking into account the interests of every State and the interests 
of mankind as a whole, general and complete disarmament must be agreed upon and 
implemented in as short a time as possible in order to avoid a nuclear war and to save 
humanity from incalculable material and spiritual losses, as we see it, the main goal 
of our negotiations is to safeguard manliiind from a devastating nuclear war* On the 
other hand, it apx^ears to us that quite a different concept lies at the basis of the 
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positions of the Western delegations ^ namely^ that of pushing the threat of the 
danger of a nuclear war into the background and of bringing into the foreground 
certain interests which^ to put it frankly ^^ are. not the interests of mankind and do 
not correspond to reality* We are firmly convinced that the responsibility for the 
fate and the future of the whole of humanity is infinitely grea,ter than calculations 
such as "balance of deterrent capacity" ;, "balance of retaliation capacity" and 
"ba,lance of terror"* 

The two concepts have acquired concrete form, in the two draft treaties submitted 
to the Committee by the delegations of the Soviet Union (EI€)C/2 and F.eVol) and the 
United States (EHDC/30 and Corral and Add-l and 2) respectivelyo The essential merit 
of the Soviet draft lies in the fact that the implementation of its provisions would 
lead to the carrying out of general and complete disarmament under international con- 
trol; to saving the whole of mankind jr in the first stage of disariv.ament^ from the 
danger of nuclear war; and to ensuring the security of all States to an equal extent 
in the course of the disarmament process <, The basic shortcomings of the Y/estern 
proposals lie^ as the Romanian delegation is convinced^ in the fact that their 
implementation would lead to the perpetuation throughout the duration of the disarma- 
ment process; and even after that, of the danger embodied in nuclear weapons; to the 
perpetuation of the lack of security for all States; and to the creation of military 
advantages for one side to the detriment of the other o 

The method envisaged by the United States and the other i/estern lowers — - that 
of percentage^ across-the-board reductions — - would not solve the problem of eliminating 
the possibility of a nuclear war* According to the system proposed by the United States, 
the danger of such a war v/ould be maintained not only during the first stage ^ but also 
throughout the second and third stages • 

In this connexion^ v/e cannot fail to recall that the Western lov/ers have been, 
and still are^ opposed even to the adoption of definite obligations v/hich would 
expressly sa-nction the prohibition of the use of nuclear weapons. Llcreover^ the 
United States plan does not rule out the maintenance of nuclear T/eeroons even after 
the implementation of disarmament. It is known that every time representatives of 
the ./estern Powers have been requested to make clear their position in this matter 
and to say whether ^ according to their own proposals, nuclear weapons would still 
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exist at the end of the disarmament process, they have not ruled ow':^ the possibility 
of equipping the international armed forces with nuclear weapons o I consider that 
there is no need to stress that the maintenance of nuclear weapons is unacceptable 
under- any designation in conditions of a world without weapons* 

To all this must be added the fact that., under, the system suggested by the 
"■/estern Powers, a confusion is made ~~ doubtless a wilful confusion — - between con- 
ventional weapons and nuclear weapon delivery vehicles, which means that the equation 
sign is placed between things which differ in quality. V/hat interests us here is not 
so much the lack of logic and. the unscientific character of such ?.n assimilation of 
triings which are not assimilable as the fact, that such, an assimilation is incompatible 
-7ith the- very necessity to put an end, as urgently as possible, to the danger of a 
nuclear war* If disarmament has become the primary- international issue of our time, 
it is mainly due. to the fact that above all an end iViUst be put t: tlie nuclear danger, 
and as speedily as possible. .Nuclear weapons must- be liquidated ciice and for all <» 
u:^.y ;programme which does not . answer that fundamental requirement car_not be an effi- 
cient disarmament programme • 

In the course of the negotiations in our CcmaTiittee the Western delegations have 
tried to justify their position by referring to the principle of balanced disarmament 
and of ensuring equal security for all. But does that correspond i>o reality? If one 
looks, however briefly, into the, United Sta-tes proposals, it becomes evident that 
precisely from the point of view of the equal right of all States to security that 
plan does not give satisfaction. Its implementation, far from ensuring the security 
of mankind as a whole and of any State in particular, would lead to the perpetuation 
of the present state of insecurity* 

lie are often told in this Coraraittee that we have to be realistic, I fully agree 
with that way of looking at things* It means that with regard to all problems we 
must take into account objective reality* But what is the reality? The reality is 
that it is precisely because the Y/estern governments are guided by such slogans as 
"balance of terror", "balance of retaliation 'capacity" and "balance of deterrent 
capacity" ,. presenting them as formulas for ensuring security, that the precarious 
state of insecurity in the world today has been arrived at. 
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IThere does this policy lead to? To security? ^^t is recognirLed throughout the 
vcrld that the nuclear war at present menacing mankxidwould cost oYary country 
tremendous losses in humanlives and material and spiritual assets ---that flourishing 
tovms ^.'7ith millions of inhabitants might be turned into barren deserts in less than 
thirty minutes. If that is security then, I would ask, what is insecurity? I 
hope the Chairman will note that up to now I have spoken about the situation 
prevailing todays, but with every passing day^ while we are holdin- our discussions 
here, that ''pseudo-^security" or, to put it better, that lack of security, is grow-- 
inc continuouslyo One has to be neither an expert in mathematics n::r a specialist 
in ballistics to be able to understand that it will net be long before an attack 
against and the destruction of any inliabited centre would be possible not in thirty 
minutes, but in fifteen minutes or even less. 

That cannot be and indeed is not by any means a triumph for the idea of 
security either for mankind or even for those wh. believe that tl.eir own security 
could be built upon the ruins of other people^s security o That cannot be called 
disarmament; it cannot lead to the desired results c as an English thinker once 
■:ut its "Against a great evil, a small remedy does not produce a si'iall result; it 
produces no result at all," Eowever, if it is not a concern to ensure the security 
of the people which determines the position taken up by the "^T-stern lowers,, what 
then is their real object? I should have preferred it if the answer had not been the 
one that follows,' nevertheless, facts are facts, they speak for themselves and there 
can be no other conclusion, no matter how much casuistry is woven around the subject. 
Zoth the plan submitted here by the United States and the statements made by dele- 
gations of the ¥estern Powers in the Committee testify to their preoccupation with 
obtaining a one-sided military advantage to the detriment of the other side<. The 
most telling example in that respect is perhaps the attitude of the ".Testern Powers 
on the problem of military bases located on foreign territories « T.^iile providing 
for the reduction of nuclear weapon vehicles by 30 per cent in the first stage, the 
United States plan proposes to maintain foreign military bases in the same stage o 
That proposal is equivalent to asking- that the socialist States, v/hile giving up an 
imcortant portion of the missiles which form the most appropriate means of dealing 
a retaliatory blow to nuclear aggression, should face the danger represented by the 
network of military bases" situated in their close vicinity. It is unrealistic to 
think that an agreement could be reached which v/ould create a military advantage 
for one party at the expense of the other party* 
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The same vices inherent in the Western stand on the issue of general and complete 
disarmament are also to be found in the Western position regardins' the task of our 
Committee to reach agreement on the cessation and banning of nuclear v/eapon tests ♦ 
In that regard also^ the stand of the socialist countries takes into account the 
equal right of all parties to security* Under that plan nobody v/ould be at a dis- 
advantage^ no militar^^ advantage is created for anybodyc "ife propose that all nuclear 
weapon tests should stop and should be banned in all environments for all.. time. 

The position taken up by the Western Powers in that field also reflects their 
le^ck of a realistic approach^ because it is highly unrealistic to think that in 
negotiating any such issue one of the parties might overlook the other party's 
desire to secure unilateral military advantages* now then are we to interpret the 
proposal made by the v/'estern Powers to stop nuclear tests only if the Soviet Union 
submits to obligatory international on-site inspection (ENDC/5o)' or^ if that condi- 
tion is not accepted; to ban nuclear weapon tests in the atmosphere ; in outer space 
and under water while underground tests would continue (EI^C/59)? Practical experience 
and the achievements of science and technology prove that there is no need for. any 
international on-site inspection in order to verify how the underground nuclear weapon 
tests ban is being obser\^ed» An insistence on such inspection uuder these circum- 
stances cannot but serve aims which are alien to the cause of maintaining peace and 
security all over the world. The proposal seeks to secure important military 
advantages* The same desire has also found expression in the proposal submitted by 
the United States and the United Kingdom with regard to the cessation of nuclear 
weapon tests in the atmosphere ; in outer space and under water while allowing them 
underground o Thus an exception is being made for the very environment in which the 
United States is carrying out tests with a perseverance and on a scale which .set o.ne 
thinkings 

It is precisely the ilgidiiy of the stand adopted by the Western Powers that con-^ 
stitutes the main obstacle in the way to fulfilling the desire ot the peoples to put. 
an end once and for all to nuclear weapon tests. It is precisely that rigidity which 
prevents our reaching an agreement to cease all nuclear weapon tests immediately^ or 
at all events not later than 1 January 1963; as prcviaea ror by resolution. 1762 (XVIl) 
of tho GQu^ral AssoG;bly_of the United K'atipns. ^see ijJUJJU/o:); . 
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1 should like to avail myself of this opportunity to renev/ the expression of ray 
government's desire that after 1 January 1963 there should not be any more nuclear 
tests in any environment whatsoever. 

Gn all those" problems positions are still far apart from eacl'i ether. That is 
a facto But we must reach agreement on general a.nd. complete disari-iaruent as well as 
on the cessation of nuclear weapon tests 5 that, too, is a fact* In order to change 
re.dically the situation now obtaining, in order to reach agreement, it is necessary 
for those positions which have been proved to constitute a barrier to agreement to be 
abandoned • 

iNlowadays there is no unsettled international problem that cannot be solved if 
it is approached with a determination to reach agreement, and if all parties give 
proof of flexibility and of a sincere desire to meet the other party halfv/ay and 
understand the necessity and usefulness of rational compromise* If we end this year 
v/ithout being able to report to our governments and our peoples — to the peoples the 
Y7orld over — any concrete success in our work, the reason is that up to now only one 
of the parties has proved to be inspired by the necessary spirit. 

The Socialist delegations have made rational concessions — for example, with 
regard to the duration of the disarmament process, the level of p.rmed forces to be 
maintained at the end of stage' I, the reduction of conventional armaments, the main- 
tenance of a strictly limited number of missiles during the first two stages by the 
S:.viot Union and the United States, and so on- 

The socialist delegations have given proof of the same constructive spirit with 
roj^ard to the problem of the cessation aad the prohibition of nuclear weapon tests. 
In this connexion, it is sufficient to recall the proposal made by the Soviet Union 
(!:;iDC/FV.86, p*35) that, in addition to the use of national systems of detection of 
seismic phenomena — which, as a matter of fact, are fully sufficient so fa-r as v/e 
are concerned — , automatic seismic stations may be used too« Tl'.'.o ooviet Union has 
offered to admit the installation of three such stations on its torriory to which, 
if necessary, access might be permitted to members of an international centre in 
order to install, replace and transport back the respective recording instruments. 
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hoyfever^ the Western delegations have clung to their old positions* At every 
ste;: made by the socialist delegations in order to meet the sta^nd teJrien by the 
7estern Powers, the answer of the Western delegations has been; "les, That is some- 
thingo It is a step forward; but it is not sufficient. Let them tshe more such . 
steps ♦ They have not yet reached our positions'.^ In other words, e. concession . 
made by the socia^list side is used by the ether side in order to ask for more con- 
cessions, which the socialist side is. expected to grant. 

Clearly, one cannot reach agreement in such a weiyo Concessions cannot be made 
only by one side* It is x-^recisely this to which I was referring- in the introductory 
part of my remarks when I spoke about the na-ture of our work as being essentially 
negotiation, a rational compromise is a compromise that takes account of the 
interests of all parties, and not only of those of one party alone. It is necessary 
that the efforts made by the socialist side in order to reduce tlio gap between the 
positions be answered by similar efforts from the 'Testern side too. 

In this Conference there must be no victor and no vanquished* rlobcdy must go 
home from here either on the shield or under the shield, here it is only peace that 
must be victorious^ reason and life must be the only ones to celebrate triumph. 

The Romanian, delegation wishes that all delegations present here may give proof 
of wisdom, patience, perseverance, a sense of reality and, above all, the will to 
reach agreement* If all delegations will evince such a spirit, the problems facing 
us can be settled. They must be settled without delay because this is in the inter- 
ests of the tranquillity, life and future of the peoples* The more weapons that 
exist 8.11 over the world, the bigger grows the risk that the peoples will be thrown 
into a new world-wide conflagration, "'Then it comes to the issue of general .and 
complete disarmament, as well as to that of the cessation of nuclear v/eapon tests, 
tl.e very existence and the prosijects of every people in the world are at stake, and 
not only those of one or the other of them* All the peoples — these • represented at 
this table as well as those not represented here — - are certainly vitally interested 
to an equal extent in the success of cur proceedings. Hence the /^reat responsibility 
incumbent upon every State, every government and every delegation. 
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Llegarding the position of the delegation of Romania, I should like to recall, 
-.ith permission, the words of the President of the State Council of the Romanian 
People's Republic, ^..r. (Jheorghe Sheorghiu-Dej , whc said; 

"In our days, when in the world arms with an unprecedented power 
cf destruction have been accumulated, to ensure peace has beco^^e the most 
ardent aspiration of mankind, rhere is a sure way to maintai.i and con- 
solidate world peace; the implementation of general and c..v:::lete disarmament; 
the settlement cf outstanding problems exclusively by peaceful means; and 
the development of co-operation between all countries, irrespective of their 
social systems, on the basis of the principles of peaceful coexistence. 
This is the line which the Romanian People's Republic, as well as the 
ether socialist States, is promoting unflinchingly in its intarnational 

policy". 

i lease allow me, on behalf of the delegation of Romania, to wi si;, that the year 
t. come may bring you, .rr. Chairman, the two co-C..airmen, and all the representatives 
,.,^esent here, good health and joy, and - this .above all - tr.at it may bring to all 
of us full success in the fulfilment of the drea^ii of maii^cind: general and complete 

disarmament. 

I should like these wishes .f the delegation of rcooania t.. ..e c.rveyed to the 
representative of the Secretary-General, ...r. %stein, and to ,iis deputies, as well as 
t. all the officials who have iielped our work t^ ..roceod in tr.o oost conditions. 

iiiT. n^N (United States of ^.merica) : Yesterday marked t:.c last meeting 
cf the Sub-Committee on a Treaty for the Discontinuance of Nucloar -ioapon Tests until 
after the end of our agreed recess. Voday I should like to discuss some of the 
principal elements which have been developed in the test ban ne^,- tiations over the 
■period of this resumed session of the Righteen- Nation Ccirjiuttee. 

Before I begin the principal portion of my statement, I should like to note that, 
in spite of the apparent indications that the Soviet Union might have stopped its 
nuclear test series, we unfortunately meet once again today against a ba<s.kground 
of continuing atmospheric tests by the Soviet Union, and I should like to emphasize 
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' Yesterday the United States Atonic Energy Commission announced that the Soviet 
Union conducted tv/^i, tests in the atmosphere in the vicinity of Novc-.ya Zen.lya on 
Tuesday • The Atomic Energy Commission said that the explosions v/ere in the inter- 
mediate yield range with an explosive force of less than 1 million tons of TNT but 
more than 20^000 tons of TM^ 

yiy fellow represc^ntatives, the Soviet Union is continuing e.tmcspheric tests in 
the Arctic — • let there be no mistake about that — despite its solemn statements 
here. 

These detonations were the thirty- third and the thirty-fourth to be announced 
hy the United States in the current Soviet test series. The United Sta^tes does not 
of course announce all Soviet tests which are detected and identified. 

I think that these continuing explosions hy the Soviet Union in the atmosphere 
present a striking contrast with Ixr. Tsaraxokin' s insistent questions to me yesterday 
about Yrhether the United States was willing to stop all nuclear tests in accordance 
with paragraph 2, as the Soviet Union reads it^ of the United ITaticns General Assembly 
resolution 1762i>. (XVIl). I shall have more to say about this subject at a later 
point in my statement. 

iiXi'iong the new elements which have appeared in our negotiations ^ perhaps none has 
caused greater discussion than the proposal to use automatic seisi::ic stations first 
put forward 'by the United I^ngdom and the United States (GjSN/DUT/r7.337; p-ll) on 
28 August 1961, and forthwith rejected by the Soviet Union. That suggestion was 
recently also made to my delegation privately by the Soviet Union in New York, before 
Y/e came back here to Geneva. Later, the Soviet delegation made public its interest 
in the proposal to use automatic seismic stations, and at our plenary meeting on 10 
December the Soviet representative put forv^^ard certain details regarding the Soviet 
proposal on automatic sta,tions CeNDC/PV.90, pp. 13 et seq . ) . 

v/hile the Soviet delegation was putting forv^ai^d those proposals for the use of 
automatic seismic stations, it made it clear that if the T/est accepted the use of 
automatic stations there would be no place in a detection system for international 
co-ordination"'and supervision of nationally manned detection stations or for a 
certain number of obligatory on-site inspections of otherwise unidentified seismic 
events by the international commission. In othor 7/ords , it was "either/or". In 
effect, the Soviet Union was askingthe 7est to accept in principle a vague, foggy 
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::ro::..sal; which was unclear scientifically in its detail, in returi. for -complete 
acandGn..ent by the United ICingdoiu and the United States .f all t...e hasic elements 
in their position, which their best^trained scientists after (mc... -escarch had told 
the;;- are fundauientally necessary to assure adequate control. ^i.:.d s^:, agam^ we find 
that, although tne United lingdoia and the United States have puo L.rward i^any con- 
structive proposals for agreement on a nuclear test ban, there is -. forward movement 
whatsoever by the Soviet Union, 

The United States and the United Zingdom have replied to t_-_o S:viet proposal by 
indicating that they know of no scientific capabilities of automatic stations which 

ould make unnecessary the use of internationally co-ordinated and supervised 
nationally manned detection stations and the requirement for a certain number of 
obligatory on-site inspections by the international commission t-. assure adequate 
identification of seismic events. They have asked the Soviet Jr.iLn for scientific 
clarification of its position, but the Soviet Union, so far at leas-o, has refused 
tj make clear the scientific basis on which it has proposed aut:..:atic stations or 
how it believes the information j\athered by these stations migiro oe most usefully 
eirplcyed, or how the collected data would be transmitted, or h;w often they would 
be transmitted* 

The United langdom and the United States have said to ..ur S^Tiet colleagues that 
an adequately built and properly located system of automatic sta.i.ns uignt possibly 
be u.seful to increase the numbers of seismic events which woulc. ..e oetected by any 
effective and internationally co-ordinated control system, ij. addition, they have 
said that automatic stativ^ns , if properly built and Iv^cated, mi.:;;.;.-: als^, but to a 
lesser extent than in the case of the detection .,f seismic events, increase the 
numbers of certain types of earthquake which an effective detecj^i ..:;. system might 
identify o To achieve such results, both in the area of detecti.;n and of identifica- 
tion^ the United Kingdom and the United States have said that th«.y believe such a 
systemx of automatic stations v/ould have to contain an adequate nu:;;ber of seismometers, 
or arrays of seismometers, operating in seismic areas and as an adjunct to an inter-- 
nationally supervised and co-ordinated nationally manned system of appropriately 
located and equipped detection posts. 
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Also, the United Kingdom and the United States believe tnat aipprcpriate numbers 
of properly equipped and located automatic seismic stations might be usefully 
employed to check upon data provided by nationally manned ^ internationally 
co-ordinated seismic stations in the detection system* v7e noted yesterday that the 
Soviet Union appeared to agree that such a use of automatic stations would be 
feasible and helpful in any control system (ENDC/SC,1/PV.50, po5)o 

however, the Soviet Union yesterday also charged the United I^ngdom and the 
United States with having completely distorted the Soviet Union's proposal for 
automatic stations when they stated that automatic stations should be used only 
as an adjunct to a regular system of internationally supervised ^ nationally manned 
control posts and not in place of such a' system or in place of a necessary number 
of obligatory on-site inspections of unidentified events by the international 
cominission. 

Now, in order to meet those charges by the Soviet Union, the United xQngdom and 
the United States have formally proposed the scientific and technical study by a 
group of qualified experts of the us^ of automatic seismic stations, to determine 
their usefulness in an effective and co-ordinated detection system and the exact 
capabilities both for detection and identification of a detection system intu which 
such automatic stations might be integratede I should like to enr,.hasize at this 
point that my delegation and m^^ government are open-minded on the results of any 
scientific discussion. I;e the Soviet Union does, indeed, have any scientific 
evidence — which it has consistently implied but refuses to divulge — that 
national systems, with -or without automatic stations, ..an solve' all the outstanding 
problems of detection, location and identification of nuclear tests, we are ready 
and anxious to examine such scientific evidence and to be guided by the results of 
such an objective examination • 

Unfortunately, every time this proposal iias arisen in our negotiations the Soviet 
Union has replied with a number of vague and unlielpful arguments which lead us to 
believe that it has not really investigated, or does not really JrOiow, how those 
automatic stations would work or how they would be equipped, or what arrays of 
seismometers would be put in them, or how the data would be transmitted or how it 
would be tied into the international control system. 
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Hence ^ in the absence of scientific data^ the Soviet UnijH; first of all, says 
ti-iat the r/est iviust agree in principle — whatever that terrxi ineans, for I must confess 
i do not knov7 — - to the Soviet proT)osal on automa-tic stations before the technical 
details can be discussed. In other words, a policy ^f "Agree first and think 
afterwards"; yr perhaps '• Agree first and regret later'', /lut we T.-^uid like to know 
just what principle the Soviet Union is asking us to agree to, a:::-, ^.iiw agreement on 
tnat principle vrill in practice affect the treaty v/hich we are -^^o^otiating. It 
sce:::s to us only reasonable to say that a knowledge of the technical scientific 
details certainly will be important to discover these fa^cts. ./o d. net, of course, 
expect necessarily to be presented with a complete detailed plan c.:\Jn to the last 
nut, bolt and screw, nor a detailed blueprint of a systoui of automatic seismic stations, or 
oven of one such station^ but we would like to agree now on the scientific capability 
of any detection system which might include automatic stations to detect, to locate 
and to identify tests in the underground environment. Should 'liiis technical question 
be resolved by the experts, or by expert study as we have proposed, it is my belief 
that we would be much closer to agreement. 

Unfortunately^, the Soviet Union tells us that it will not tei-'^e part in" these 
technical discussions because the V/est has already prejudged the outcome of such 
scientific discussion. But this line of reasoning, when compared with Soviet demands 
to agree in principle to its position before the technical scientific talks can start, 
clearly indicates that it is tne Sv^viet Union and not the United I-Iingdom or the United 
States which is prejudging the outcome of the scientific talks, "ie firmly believe 
that a scientific study gr-.-up could meet free from ;, olitical pre-c::nditions , and we 
have asked the Soviet Uni^n to join us in such talks. 

'i-here is another go-.d reason tu hold scientific discussions, ; articular ly with- 
regard to the prip^sed automatic stati.>ns, of which, as we understand it, there is no 
.rot. type, and whicn have never actually been placed in operabi.;n, v.cr even tested 
m tne field. ,7e have asked the Soviet Union both publicly and privately what purposes 
-^■. oelieves those automatic seismic stativ^ns will fulfil. xhao- 'jould be a useful 
Guestion fjr the experts t. examine. In this connexion, we would like to ask the 
Soviet delegation to explain the reasons wl^y the three proposed sites in. the Soviet 
Union were chosen. If these geograpnical sites were chosen f.r first zone ~ that is. 
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1^X00 kilometers.— detection and identif icc/bion, then, as ^^e have loointed out 
tc our Soviet colleagues, they are located too far from the seisniic areas, and many 
more automatic stations might be required to aid in reducing tno need for on^-site 
inspection. But, en the other hand, if automatic stations at these iiroposed sites are 
to detect from the third zone ~ beyond 2,5CC kilometers — then manned stations 
might be more useful, and uni?.anned stations would not be a great deal of help, xf 
indeed any help at all, in the problem of reducing the need for on-site inspections. 

Finally, the Soviet Union s.ays that scientific study of the question of automatic 
stations will delay our negotiations • We have two replies tc offer to this point. 

First, it seems clear to us that we are now in a political impasse over the 
question of the adequate control for a cessation of underground tests. The Soviet 
.representative at numerous times during our recent meetings has indicated that this 
indeed is the case, and that in the area of control of underground tests the two sides 
are farthest apart. Technical discussions offer one good hope of finding a way out of 
this impasse- '^e may well delay negotiations more by continuing our discussions as 
at present than by convening a scientific study group. 

Second, we have offered to discuss these scientific questions at. a political 
level if the Soviet Union so desires in order to avoid a delay. Also, we have promised 
tc set some sort of a deadline on these scientific talks, if a deadline will make clear 
our intention that scientific talks should not delay actual agreement. 

It seems to miy delegation that recent happenings over the 'Teehend, particularly 
in connexion with the welter of confusing reports coming from Stocld-olm on v/hether 
the Soviet Union was in fact conducting tests in the i^^rctic — they were first 
announced and then denied, and this was then followed by the actual test of yesterday, 
as armounced by the Atomic Energy Commission ™ seem to my delegation to make clear 
the absolute necessity for reaching agreement on the precise technical basis for, and 
the capabilities of, a control system, especially on this very difficult problem of 
identification, "men L.say that the announcements coming from Stockholm over the 
weekend concerning possible Soviet nuclear tests could be termed ''confusing", that is 
an understatement o Perhaps the Soviet Union actually was testing, he do nofkuow^- 
The questions of the detection, location and identification of nuclear weapon tests, 
as we have pointed out many times in the past, pose extremely difficult scientific 
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2:roblems requiring many internationally co-ordinate'^ci detection ^vOS'^s with modern 
instrumentation properly located* The experience in Stockholm over the weekend is 
but one example of what we have tried to make clear might result -.'ith regard to a 
national system of test detection and identification stations whic.'.: vras not broadly 
enough based^ and not sufficiently scientifically co--ordinated on a worldwide basis 
under appror>riate international supervision and control o 

The confusion over the weekend was best summed up by the remarks of one Swedish 
scientist who said: "The most interesting aspect of this measuring result is perhaps 
at last to show how unsatisfactory our methods for judging atomic weapon detonations 
are anyway and that many independent measuring stations are needed to determine 
whether any explosion has occurred or not." 

This seems to my delegation to make it clear that, even with resj.. ect to 
atmospheric explosions, the problem of detection and identif ica^^i-j-n is very difficult. 
There is even a com.paratively greater difficulty, as we all know^ "with regard %o the 
detection, location and identification of underground explosions* 

I believe it follows from the preceding discussion that a scientific study group, 
concerned with the usefulness of automatic stations, their equipu:ent and their 
co-ordination with nationally manned detection stations under internationa^l super- 
vision and with the other essential, basic technical problems cojinected with detection, 
location and identification systems, would be extremely useful at this time. '.7e 
simply cannot understand our Soviet colleague's flat refusal to co-operate with us 
in this respecto 

Before I turn to another question, there is one other ac5pect of the Soviet pro- 
posal on automatic seismic stations which I should like to discuss. The Soviet Union, 
in clarifying its proposal (EMDC/FV.9C, p. 15), indicated that it would be prepared to 
accept the placement and retrieval of automatic stations by int.ernational personnel 
under appropriate safeguards against the possibility of espionage, such as those 
proposed by the United Kingdom and the United States. with regard to on-site inspections; 
tnat is, transporting the personnel in Soviet aircraft flov/.n by Soviet pilots under 
Soviet travel plans. 

ky delegation has already noted that this proposal of the Soviet Union has many 
interesting aspects, particularly in relation to the very difficult problems of on-site 
inspection visits to the Soviet Union to identify otherwise unidentifiable seismic 
events . 
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It seems to my delegation that the Soviet Union has accepted^ in connexion with 
the proposed visits by international personnel to automatic statioi^s, three very 
in;^.ortant principles which are also pertinent to on-site inspection^ Those three 
princir;le5 are as follows. 

First, the Soviet Union has adiaitted that international personnel can be trusted 
to visit the Soviet Union on a task connected with control over nuclear weapon tests. 

Second, the Soviet Union has admitted that such international visits to the 
Soviet Union will not be tantamount to espionage operations carried on in the Soviet 

Union. 

Third j, the Soviet Union has indicated that there are a number of safeguards, 
such as those we have suggested, which will ensure that the security of the Soviet 
Union is not endangered by inspection visits from personnel of the international 
scientific commission. 

Heretofore the Soviet Union appears to have maintained entirely the opposite; 
it refused to trust international personnel; it made their visits tantamount to so- 
called espionage on Soviet territory; and it would not accept the fact that safeguards 
could be devised to insure against any possibility of danger to Soviet security. ¥e 
see in this particular portion of the Soviet proposal on automatic stations an 
ir.r;ortant and indeed potentially significant area of movement by the Soviet Union 
in the field of visitations. If the proposal for visits to automatic seismic 
stations were to be realistically applied to the question of obli^^si^tory on-site 
inspections by the international commission to identify otherwise unidentifiable 
seismic events, we might well be able to make real progress. 3c far the failure to 
iviake progress on this issue is due solely to intransigence on the part of the Soviet 

Uni o n . 

In this connexion, we hope the Soviet Union will recognize that, if applied to 
the question of on«-site inspection, these principles which I have just enumerated 
would leave but a very few hurdles in the way of agreement to a small number of annual 
visits to determine the nature of seismic events » The arrangements for on-site visits 
and automatic station visits are in fact similar in a number of ways. They have the 
following similarities. 
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Cnes visits in both cases' would be by international personnel. 

'xVos the Soviet Union would accept an obligation to receive international 
inspectors in the case of each of the two types of visit ™ automatic station 
inspections and on-site inspection teams ^ 

Threes the Soviet Union in both cases ;, we suppose, would not be prevented in 
the final analysis from barring each t^/pe of visit if it actually chose to break 
its solemn treaty obligation^ but; practically speaking^ in both cases there would 
bo an obligation^ and in both cases, if the visits were prevented in contradiction 
of the treaty obligation assumed; the consequences of treaty fa.ilure would be the 

samoo 

Four-o both types of visits would be conducted under appropriate safeguards 
against any possibility of damage to any Staters security. 

Fives the Soviet Union would be forewarned on the timing of such visits in 
each case, although automatic station visits, to be scientifically v/orkable, might 
possibly be made on a regular, agreed schedule. 

Six: while the Soviet Union would not know at the time of signature of ^he 
treaty, in the case of an on-site inspection as oi^posed to an automatic station visit, 
precisely where the team was to go in the Soviet Union until the ins;*pection procedure 
was begun, the arrangements for working out precise geographic areas a,re very 
accure.tely and specifically set forth in the treaty and the conditions of geographic 
location set forth in the treaty would have to be met before any on-site inspection 
could take place. The Soviet Union will of course know what the size of the area to 
be inspected will be, and its location will be determined in advance of the inspec-- 
tion by the occurrence of a seismic event. Under those circumsta.nces , every area to 
be inspected will be knov/n a number of days in advance to the Soviet Union» 

These striking similarities between what the Soviet Union has offered with 
regard to automatic stations and what is required to ensure a certain number of 
obligatory on-site inspections should make clear to all that, given good will and a 
realistic application of these principles by the Soviet Union, only a relatively 
small difference separates us on this inspection issue,. 
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Yesterday, at our test ban Sub-Committee meeting, the Soviet representative again 
raised the question of United Nations General Assembly resolution 1762 a OCVII ) 
(3i^C/SC.l/PV.5C, p«7). The Soviet representative repeated what seems to us to be 
the completely unrealistic argument, which he has developed during our negotations, 
that that resolution calls upon all States to end all tests by 1 January 1963 undor 
an uninspected, uncontrolled moratorium, if agreement on a test ban treaty is not 
res^ched by that date, 

liiut we have made it clear that we do not believe that this resolution of the 
o-eneral Assembly can be read in this unreasonable manner by emphasizing any one o"" 
its paragraphs or provisions above any other part or indeed above the resolution as 
a whole. This viev/ of how the resolution should be interpreted- seems to have met 
7.'ith the general approval of our Conference, with the exception of the members of the 
Soviet bloc. 

"7e believe that our goal here should be the banning of all nuclear tests under 
an adequate and effective treaty with an effective detection e.na identification 
system and that we should strive to reach it, as set forth in pa^ragraph 2 of the 
resolution, by 1 January 1963. To reach this goal the United St?.tes and the United 
ICingdom believe we must follow one of the two routes set out for us by the General 
Assembly « Paragraph 3 of the resolution provides that we should reach agreement on a 
permanent and comprehensive ban, negotiating the differences v/hich remain in the way 
of such agreement on a mutually acceptable basis. Paragraph 6 provides the second 
route to agreement. Paragraph 6 asks for a partial ban on tests in the atmosphere, 
outer space and under water together with an interim arrangement which would include 
assurances for effective detection and identification of seismic events by an inter- 
national scientific commission. 

Thus far the Soviet Union has completely blocked progress along either of these 
routes. It has adajnantly refused to negotiate a comprehensive tre?/by along scienti- 
fically sound lines — a treaty such as that set out by the United Zingdom and the 
United States in Conference document Ei^C/58 . Tne Soviet Union has also refused ' o 
consider the possibility of an interim arrangement — possibly since it is continuing 
at:.iospheric tests in the Soviet i^.rctic, and possibly beca-use it pic.ns to continue 
suc.i tests — describing such a temporary solution to our proolei-. as being almost worse 
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than no agreement at alio Now the Soviet Union wishes to try to iuijose another 
unila,teral arrangement on nuclear tests on the United Kingdom and the United States 
in lieu of an effective and workable negotiated treaty ending all nuclear tests. 
Under such an arrangement; the Soviet Union would of course be free to break its 
pledge ; just as, it broke Cnairman lOirushchev' s solemn pledge of 14 Janua^ry 1960 and 
Foreign iViinister Gromyko ' s statement that there were no offensive uiissiles in Cubao 
ilo matter how many times the Soviet Union violates its clear and uriir.istakable state- 
ments ^ we are nevertheless asked to give it another chance — and to trust it just 
once agSvin. 

The United States has done its level best to reach agreement with the Soviet 
Union on an effective treaty banning all tests j, but the United States is just not 
prepared to accept another sad experience with a unilateral uninspected arrangement 
on tests; nor is it prepared to accept an unworkable system of "black boxes^' in its 
Christmas stocking « 7e do not want to open these "black boxes" ca:i^ find a dead 
Santa Glaus • 

Y[e hope that during the forthcoming recess the Soviet Government will find the 
time to reflect soberly on the problems which now confront us, rather than upon the 
shallow propaganda advantages of a new unilateral announcement about an uninspected 
moratorium on testing* For in the long run we do not really believe that the Soviet 
Union can take satisfactory refuge in another uninspected moratoriura only to break it 
for short-term military gain some time in the future. 

'vhether we like it or not^ a nuclear test ban has become the base on which all 
our progress on general and complete disa^rmament in a peaceful world v/ill be built. 
Failure to reach a.n adequate and effective agreement on a test ban treaty, or 
-:rclongation of that failure for whatever narrow national interests such prolongation 
might serve, will weigh heavily against the achievement of our centra,l aim of general 
and complete disarmament in a peaceful Y/orld» 

AS I pointed out at the meeting of our Sub-Committee yesterday (ENDC/SC.1/PV.50^ 
"?.3l)<> my government will not give up hope of reaching an adequate e.nd effective nuclear 
test ban agreemento "v/e ask the Soviet Union to do the same, and to demonstrate its hope 
in the way in which we believe v/e have constructively demonstrated ours over the past 
years and months, by accepting, or at least working intelligently v/ith us on, our con- 
structive proposals which will lead us to the agreement we are all seeking, that for 
the ending of all tests in all environments under eidequate controls* 
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i;:ir, -fSi^RAPKIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Joepublics) (translation from 
Russian ; ; a'o our meeting on 14 December we heard a statement by tie representative 
CI the United States, i/ir. Dean (EJNDC/?V,92; pp*ll ^ s^£a.» ) ♦ i^ "/hich he expounded — 
one might say behind a smoke screen — the general approach of the United States to 
the solution of the basic main problems of disarmament. Frankly , this statement by 
the United States representative produced a most strange impression and, to put it 
plainly ;> alarmed us. ~'7e know that this statement by ivir. Dean provoked a certain 
negative reaction also on "ftie part of other members of the Eight een-ilation Committee 
on DisarmajBent* 

In this statement, which Y/a.s made in a. most a^rrogant, provoca^tive and, I would 
say, bellicose tone, jir. Dean tried to describe to us the general a^ttitude and 
approach of the //estern Powers, above all of the United States, to the problems of 
disarmament. The gist of this approach, as L'r. 'Dee.n explained to us, can be reduced 
to tY/o main conclusions. First; the United States essentially refuses to take any 
steps to eliminate the danger of nuclear v/ar. Secondly, the United States is trying 
to impose upon the other participants in our negotiations such conditions as are 
in keeping with the military interests of the United States, and discredit the cause 
of disarmament. The basis for these conclusions is as follov/s. 

The representative of the United States, kr. Dean, stated, and I quotes 
'^United States officials will not be impressed oy exhortations, such 
as those from the Soviet bloc delegations here, that the nighest norm or 
standard for disarman-ient negotiations must be 'the eliminati:.n of the 
risk of nuclear war in the first stage' J^ ( E1-;DC/?V > 9 2 , ■> « 1 4 ) 

AS if developing this thought expressed by the United States re^. resentative , the 
representative of Italy assorted that the efforts of the Soviet Union to eliminate 
¥it:.icut delay the danger ox nuclea,r war are "unrealistic and uto^.:_an." (.ENDC/?V.93 , p,5) 
-he members of our Committee have a right to ask the '.estern Po77ers why and on what 
ground they consider "unrealistic and Utopian" the task of eliir.inating the threat of 
nuclear war at the very beginning of disarmament «•— that is in the first stage. It 
seems to us that the attitudes of the different States to tnis ouesticn have been 
sufficiently clearly marked out. The Soviet Union and the other socialist countries 
declare themselves quite definitely in favour of immediate elimination of the danger 
:.f nuclear war, and put forward concrete proposals for tnis purpose. The non-aligned 
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States which; as we knoW;, have no nuclear weapons or missiles^ consider it all the 
more essential to free the world as soon as possible from the threat of nuclea^r war. 
The debate which took place at the seventeenth session of the United Nations G-eneral 
ii-ssembly provides eloquent confirmation of this. 

Y.'hat; then^ hinders nuclear disarmament? '^Tho is obstructing solution of xL: 
problem of rapidly eliminating the danger of nuclear war? Only the United States^ 
only the Western Powers; nobody else. This is the hidden reason which the Western 
Pov7ers ought to admit honestly and openly, instead of hiding behind baseless and 
unsubstantiated statements to the effect that the task of eliminating the danger of 
nuclear war at the first stage of disarmament is unrealistic or utopian, 

I sh'all nov7 pass on to the attempts of the United States to secure a military 
advantage* The United States represen'tative ^ Mr, Dean, stated the/b the United States ^ 
w"hich now leads the camp of the Western Powers^ will only accept such proposals as 
are in keeping' with its own interests. The" United States representative stated v/ith 
brazen haughtiness and arrogance that the United States is not interested in what 
other States think about United States milits^ry bases and the Western military blocs* 
The United States intends in any case to retain its present military structure « 

Further J the United States representative asserted that the United States 
Outline of Basic Provisions of a Treaty on General and Complete Disarmament (EI^C/30 
s.nd Corr.l -and Add,l and 2) is based on a single principle: maintenance during the 
whole disarmament process of a balance of forces betYfoen the two sides <, This^ 
however^ bears no relation to reality* 

The Western proposals ap^ly one ^'^ardstick and one principle to those elements 
of the v^ar machine which particularly interest the Western States , and another 
principle and a completely different yardstick to the other elements of the war 
machine, as an example, let us take the question v/e were discussing at our last 
meetings — • I mean the question of the elimination of nuclear weapon delivery 
vehicles — and let us compare the approach of the 7'estern Powers to the solution of 
this problem^ on the one hand, with their approach to the solution of the problem 
of reducing the numbers of the armed forces of States, on the other c In regard to 
nuclear weapon delivery vehicles, we hear statements by the Western Powers that only 
a percentage reduction can be considered the most reasonable method for eliminatinc? 



jiii\[DC/?V.94 
26 

(iVir , Ts ar aiokin , USSR ) 

them^ and this approach is said to have the merit that the present correlation of 
forces will be maintained and thus the security of States reinforcedo Further, 
the representatives of the ^Vestern Powers assert that if we adopt the methods of 
laying down certain levels or leaving with both sides some definite and strictly 
limited quantity of nuclear weapon delivery vehicles ^ then^ in tne opinion of the 
Western Powers ; this would upset the balance and threaten their security. That is 
Yihe.t the United States representative tells us when we deal with tne question of 
nuclear weapon delivery vehicles <, If the Western Powers prefer the irethod of 
percentage reductions because they see in it the advantage that it provides a 
possibility of preserving the military balance which has been este^blished between 
the various parties to an agreement^ then elementary consistency demands that the 
"vestern Powers should also follow this method in dealing with other elements of the 
war machines of States* But they do n6t. Let us see what method the Western Powers 
propose for reducing the armed forces of States, Tov/ards this problem they take a 
different attitudeo They object to percentage reductions and stubbornly insist 
th8.t; in regard to numbers of armed forces, a definite and equal level should be 
fixed for the Soviet Union and for the United States o They insist that a ceiling 
should be fixed for the numbers of the armed forces of all States, From the course 
of our negotiations in the recent past v/e know, hov^ever^ that the Western Powers 
have objected with extraordinary stubbornness to the Soviet proposals for a proportional 
reduction of numbers of armed forces and of armaiiaents. ^eryone remembers the 7/estern 
Powers^ opposition to the proposal to reduce the armed forces by one-third. They 
argued then that equal conditions of security for the Soviet Uni.on and the United 
States and for other parties to an agreement could only be guaranteed by laying down 
definite and equal levels for the Soviet Union and the .United States, and also 
correspondingly for the other countries. 

If we now compare the v7estern Powers' approach to determination of the method 
for reducing nuclee4,r weax:)on delivery vehicles with their approach to determination of 
the method for reducing the numbers of the Pormed forces, their iixccnsistency is obvious 
to everyone • In the one case they try to prove to us the advantaove of percentage 
reductions, and in the other case they say precisely the opposite. 
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7/hat is the reason for this? Their representatives have themselves answered 
this question. They state that the NaTC countries have an advantage in nuclear 
Y/eapon delivery vehicles, whereas the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries 
have a superiority in conventional armed forces o 

7/e have no intention of entering into a dispute about who -^^ossesses the quan-^ 
titative or qualitative advantage in this or that type of armament, or who is lagging 
behind. It is difficult to persuade a person with a predetermined point of viewo But 
we have acoujTiulated much experience in this matter. One could recall, for instance, 
the various speculations and calculations that used to be put forward about the speed 
with Y/hich the Soviet Union would be able to master the secret of nuclear weapons c 
It is also well Imown that the Soviet Union, with a rapidity which startled everyone 
and upset all calculations and predictions, eliminated the United Sta^tes atomic 
monopoly, and this, of course, did much to safeguard peace. There is no need to prove 
that the Soviet Union was the first to develop intercontinental ballistic missiles 
and continues firmly to maintain that lead. It seems to us that the magnificent 
scientific and technical results, which were shown in the launching of rockets by the 
Soviet Union, whether into outer space or into distant regions of the lacific^ and 
their landing with astonishing accuracy on the moon, on which pennants of the Soviet 
Union were dropped and which was photographed from the opposite side, as well as their 
la^nding in the predetermined area in the Pacific, on the one hand, and the United 
States nuclear charges which fell to the bottom of the Pacific Ocean in the vicinity 
of Johnston Island and contaminated the water of the ocean with their radioactivity, 
on the other hand — all these facts show better than any words the real situation in 
regard to nuclear weapon delivery vehicles. These facts are highly relevant and it 
v/as hardly fitting for Mr. Dean to adopt such a haughty, arrogant and bellicose tone 
in his statement on 14 December, However, we shall not go deeper into this dispute 5 
that is not our task- Our task is to aehieve an agreement on general and complete 
disarmament, and that is what we are .guided by. 

Returning to this subject, we cannot disregard the arguments of the /Western Powers' 
representatives who do not base themselves on the interests of disarmament, but on con- 
siderations aimed at securing for the Western Powers military advantages in respect of 
nuclear weapons and nuclear v/eapon delivery vehicles » This has been the main foundation 
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of their argument for the need to adopt percentage reductions for these types of 
armament. f hus ^ in proposing percentage reductions for nuclear wes;;on delivery 
vehicles^ the ■•.'estern Powers' motive is their desire to retain the advantage which 
they believe they have obtained over the socialist countries o Zo-vTever^ where the 
7estern lowers think the socialist countries have an advantage ^ they demand the 
establishment of definite equal levels | that is to say; they are trying to cancel 
the advantage of the Soviet Union and the socialist countries oy levelling out the 
opportunities of both sides. And this double policy, this double a,pproach; the 
i^estern rowers represent -- to use s:'h: . Dean's words — as a reasonable^ fair and 
scientif ically-based approach « 

".7e have not yet touched on the problem of eliminating the nuclear weapons 
thar.-selves , In this regard the ^^estern position is still more inconsistent^ still 
further from the aims of disarmament^ and represents neither an honest nor a con- 
scientious approach* The T/'estern lowers do not envisage any serious measures in 
respect of nuclear v/eapons before the third and final stage of disarr.'.ariient o It is 
only in the la-st stage tha,t they are prepared to consider the elik;ina,tion of nuclear 
Y/eapons^ and then only conditionally, since their proposal provides for the possi- 
bility of leaving these weapons in the hands of international ar.ued forces* juII they 
intend to do before this pointy that if before the third stage , is to transfer a 
certain quantity of stockpiled fissile materials e^nd register existing nuclear bombs. 
Compare this approach of theirs to nuclear weapons with their proposed percentage 
reduction of conventional Y/eapons and of nuclear weapon delivery vehicles; and you 
Y/ill see quite clearly that the underlying aim of the i'/estern Powers in disarmajnent 
negotia/bions is to weaken the defensive capability of pea,Ce-lovin^ States and at 
the same time to keep the Y/orld under the threat of the use of .nuclear weapons by 
ensuring that missiles and other nuclear weapon delivery vehicles are retained as 
long as possible o 

This approach b3^ the v7estern rowers to disarmament problems; their desire to 
use the disarmament negotiations for the purpose of obtaining military advantages for 
the 7estern Pov/ers and weakening the defensive ca];>ability of peace- loving States ; are 
particularly obvious in the matter of eliminating military bases on the territory of 
other States o 
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7/e have no need to •:rove the aggressive character of these bases, nistory 
itseJ.f proves it. 'i:e need only cite the remarks of the Syrian re::r3sentative in 
the First Committee of the General assembly (VC .l/P7, 1274 , p.5l) "hen he drew 
atte:ition to the sinister part which foreign bases played at the tiiie of the Suez 
or.: sis in relation to the country represented here by our respected neighbour on 
our left. Foreign br.-es on the territory of other States have always been and still 
are hctbeds of aggression^ means of suppressing the freedom and tlie independence of 
-,:eo7:.les^ and bulwark;:, of imperialist policy. Foreign military bases inevitably 
threaten the security of the Staines which have surrendered territory to them. These 
bases are a deadly danger to them^ The sooner foreign military bases on the terri»~ 
tory of other States are eliminated, the firmer will world peace become, the less 
will be the probability of a thermo-nuclear war^, and the firmer will be the security 
of States. i/.r. Dean declared in his speech that, since the Soviet Union had learnt 
to tolerate the existing military balance with all its components, including the so-- 
called military bases, it "will just have to reconcile itself to living with that same 
balance during most of the disarmament process" (Ei©C/?V.92, pdS). Te can answer 
the representative of the United States thus: the Scviet Union, as a State concerned 
with its oY/n security and with the maintenance of general peace and the security of 
all -.i^eoples, cannot be content that there should remain in the world dangerous 
hotbeds of war like foreign military bases on the territory of otl-er States. u'lien we 
protest against foreign military bases and demand their elimination as one of the most 
urgent tasks of disarmament; we are fighting not only for our own security but also for 
the security of all countries and of all the peoples of the world. The demand for the 
elimination of foreign military bases receives ever-growing sup_:ort from the States of 
Europe, Asia, Africa and Latin Araerica, from all the continents of the world. This 
task is long overdue and its accomplishment has become urgent. The T.'estern lowers must 

realize this » 

Tn.e Soviet Union is convinced that it is entirely possible to start general and 
complete disarmament by eliminating all nuclear weapon delivery vehicles. ':ie have 
agreed to the retention of a certain limited quantity of missiles at the disposal of 
the Soviet Union and the United States during the second stage (H;r.DG/2/Rev.l^ arto ) 
but this step of ours is only an expression of our desire to eneTole the Western Powers 
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to withdraw their objections and accept the principle we have -put forr/ard, which is 
supported by the majority of mankind. rhe essence of our proposal is simple and 
clear, and there are no obstacles, except imaginary ones, to prevent the '"estern 
Powers from accepting this constructive proposal of ours o I'he statements of the 
./estern fowers that they need some kind of preliminary elucidatio.is from us to clarify 
the essence of our proposals are merely artificial. 

In this matter, however, we came up against hard facts when the representatives 
of t.ie United States and the <fnited Kingdom tried to evade our pro;^:osal for the reten- 
tion by the Soviet Union and the United States of a strictly limited quantity of 
certain types of missiles until the end of the second stage of dis?.iT::ament. Once 
again the V/estern Powers resorted to their tactics of asking quastio::.s . 

i^voiding a definite and direct answer to the question which Lad been put to 
t?:em, the representatives of the United States and the United lingdom really set them- 
selves to tor,;edo this Soviet proposal. For this purpose they eaiplcyed their proposal 
that we should engage in further technical studies of the details of this Soviet 
proposal, and at the same time they attempted to adapt our proposal to the principles 
of the United States draft treaty, vV'e must say quite definitely t_iao the principles 
of the United States draft treaty and the principle which is being put forward by the 
Soviet Union ^- in company with the majority of States i.embers of the United Nations, 
as was shown" by the debate at the seventeenth session of the General i-.ssembly — . are 
incompatible, The United States proposals are based on the principle of retaining 
the possibility of waging a nuclear war until the end of general and complete disarma- 
ment, and even after that, since they have put forward the idea of equipping inter- 
national armed forces with nuclear weapons. The principle which tlie Soviet Union 
m?.intains, and which is supported by the overwhelming majority of States, is that the 
world must be freed from the danger of nuclear war immediately, without delay, and 
at tlie first stage in disarmaments This is the principal difference between the two 
a:pproaches, ours and that of the Western Powers, It will be possible to free the 
v/orld from the danger of nuclear war, if we agree to begin disarL^ai-ent with the 
elimination of all nuclear weapon delivery vehicles. Implementation of this proposal 
would not threaten any State's security or any national interests, >arthermore, being 
ar^iious to reach agreement more rapidly we agreed to make a few exceptions- in order 
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to ;^±Ye the Ihstevn Pov/ers further guarantees and to help, them to free themselves 
from their baseless and obviously artificial apprehensions. By acting thus we 
showed the utmost good v;ill v/ithout aa^rif icing the universal and :ar?jiiount interests 
ox the nations^ ^mich demand that present and future generations s.-culd be saved 
from the catastrophic results of a nuclear war, ihere can be no co.x: remise, with 
nuclear war. 

At the recent.ly^-ended session of the Supreme Soviet of the USSr., the head of 
the Soviet. Government^ iv.r. Sirushchev^ pointed out the urgent necessity for the 
immediate solution of the disarmament problem and for removal of the threat of 
nuplear, war, Ke once more emphasiz-ed; and I quote his words: "7e declare solemnly 
once again that all our activities in the field of foreign policy will, be aimed at 
achieving a. treaty on general and complete disarmament J' The Soviet Union has • 
always maintained and will continue to maintain a wide-open door for the attainment 
of a mutually-acceptable solution. In spite of the bellicose, harsh p.nd uncompromising 
tone of i/ir. Dean^s statement of last Friday, 14 December, we nevertheless do not wish 
to give up all hope. 

'v7e noted the remark i/j:* Dean let fall that the present United States proposals 
6i,re not the last v/ord of the United States in the disarmament negotiations (SNDC/PV.92, 
:.17). If this is so, we hope that the ¥estern Powers , realizing the great ' responsi- 
bility they assume in the eyes- of the nations when they avoid solving the basic 
problems of disarmament, will draw the necessary conclusions and display the goodwill 
that will enable us to reach agreement on the most important projler.:.s of our time -- 
the problem of .general and complete disarmament. 

In conclusion; I should like to make a few coifiments in connexion with the- state- 
ment which the United States representative made today on the cess^.tion of nuclear 
•.reap on tests , 

The main issue that now divides the Soviet Union and the United States in regard 
to the cessation of nuclear v,^eapon tests is inspection. The -Tester:! lowers continue 
to insist, .on compulsor^'^ inspection, v/hile the Soviet) Union, basin],' itself on the 
practical experience of States and -on a strictl^^ objective assessment of the scientific 
data, believes that inspection is not necessary In order to reach aj;Teement on the 
banning of all types of nuclear weapon tests. 
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The Soviet Union stands firmly on that ground. It is precisel}^ this difference 
on the question of inspection;, and on the question of international control posts ^ 
that prevents us from reaching agreement on the prohibition of all nuclear weapon 
tests in all environments* 

':7e put forv/ard our compromise proposal for the use of automatic seismic stations 
(^iIDC/pV.86j, p»35) because vre desired to provide the 7estern lowers vith further 
guarantees in relation to control over the prohibition of nucler.r tests, 

7e are trying thus to circumvent the serious obstacle to agreement constituted 
hy the Western Powers' demand for on-site inspection and the establislimont of an 
international control system* 

'I'hose are the aims we are pursuing in putting forward the pro ;:osal for automatic 
seismic stations . 

lie accepted the idea of using automatic seismic stations because it would enable 
the latest scientific achievements to be used for the purpose for -.Thich we are taking 
part in the present negotiations — the purpose of banning all nuclear weapon tests 
for all timoo. 

During the previous meetings of our Committee, and especially in the recent 
meetings of the Sub-Committee, we have heen asked oy the V.'estern ^crors what these 
automatic stations would be like and what their technical equipment would be. In 
other v/ords,. they have asked us for technical details. They considered that a great 
drawback to our proposal for the use of automatic seismic stations was that it did 
not reveal the technical details* however, any objective person would say that 
precisely the absence of technical regulations in the Soviet proposal for the use 
of automatic seismic stations is not its draY/back but its great merit. It is 
precisely this absence of technical regulations in our proposal that shows the desire 
on our part for joint ~~ and I emphasize "joint" — elaboration of the technical 
aspects of the proposal for automatic seismic stations^ and this should be bound to 
satisfy both sides o 

The question of v/hat is to be put into the automatic stations we wish to solve in 
collaboration with the Western Powers. % this proposal we offer the United States 
and the United ICingdom a wide field for collaboration, so that they also can contribute 
to tne work/ But these details can and should be agreed after we have reached agree-- 
ment in principle v/ith the United States on. the use of automatic stations as an adjunct 
to national detection systems without the demand for inspection. 
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Louring recent meetings of the Eighteen- Nat ion Committee and t.'.ie three-Iov/er 
Sub-Committee ;, the -Testern Powers have often repeated the charge that the Soviet 
position has "no logical and consistent basis either in scientific fe.ct or in 
^^olitical reality" (SI\TDC/SC .l/?V.49, p,5)» The United States re;.roso:atative repeated 
this both at the last meeting of the three-lower Sub"Com.;iittee (Zi.-J VSC .l/:?V.5G, 
_:._: ..'..-IC et seq o ) and in his statement today* 

iv.owever^ it follows clearly from what has been said that tL;.e Soviet Union's 
_:csition is in fact firmly based on political reality « >/e base ou:;selves on the 
desire to take scientific facts into account to the fullest extent ziio. on the need 
to take into account the security interests of the State* V/e have b-een reproached 
because the Soviet Union is supposed not to desire international co-'C; oration and 
cC'-'Ordination« fhe very reverse is the case. Our proposal for tL..e use of automatic 
seismic stations and for elaboration of the technical aspects jointly with our "Western 
partners is the clearest confirmation of the Soviet Union's desire to co-operate both 
with the Western nuclear i^owers and with other countries* 

In his statement at the penultimate meeting of the Sub^-Comiiiittee^^ iir. Dean 
raised a puzzling question {EWC/SC .l/'£YA9 ^ ~p.6)t why^ if the Soviet Union considers 
the system of na,tional seismic stations fully adequate^ does it agree to the setting-up 
of automatic seismic stations? Ke attempted quite artificially to deduce from this 
that WO;,- that is the Soviet Union, are not sure of the reliability of the work of 
national detection systems. The artificiality of such deductions is obvious • We 
have been and continue to be firmly of the opinion that the existing national detection 
systems are fully adequate to ensure control over the observance by States of an 
agreement on the cessation of nuclear weapon tests. Our agreement to the setting up 
of automatic stations is a direct concession to the United States of America, and only 
confirms our readiness to co-operate with the Yfestern Powers in organizing a system 
of control over the cessation of nuclear weapon tests. Incidentally^ in the statement 
to which I have just referred the United States representative made an interesting 
point o he correctly stated that the setting up of a,utomatic seismic stations might 
be useful^ since they would themselves provide obje'ctive data and could serve as a check 
on the work of national detection systems (ibid pdC). From this^ it seems^ a second 
conclusion could be drawn^ namely j, that the Soviet Union;^ in submitting the proposal 



i]lE)C/?V«94 
34 



fer. Tsars;:kin, USSR) 



for the use of automatic seismic stations, is thereby providing the 7.^estern lowers 
with further assurance of the adequate functioning of national detection systems. 
This fact alone increases the capabilities of States in keeping checli on one another 
and to a certain extent introduces a definite international element of control in 
regard to national systems^ thus increasing confidence in the data which the inter- 
national centre will receive from national stations in the course of implementation 
of a treaty banning all. nuclear weapon testso 

All that I have said illustrates the goodv/ill that goiided tLa Soviet side when 
it -proposed making use of the idea for automatic seismic stations ::ut forward at the 
Pu^wash Conference o Unfortunately, however, we are still obliged to note in the 
statements by the representatives of the United States and the other "..estern Powers 
a biased attitude to the proposal for automatic seismic stations • Despite the 
■Jestern representatives' declara,tions that they are prepared to study and discuss 
proposals for stations of this type objectively and without any pre-conditions, we 
nevertheless note persistent attempts by them to squeeze the idea of setting up such 
stations into the old Western plan of control over the cessation of nuclear weapon 
tests. They repeat to us from one meeting to another that the 7estern Powers will 
be xD'repared to use automatic seismic stations if their demand for international 
observation posts and compulsory on-site inspection is accepted. 7e have already 
stated repeatedly that the idea of setting up automatic seismic stations, and our 
agreement to use this idea, had its origin in the fact that we were confronted with 
an irreconcilable difference on the question of inspection. It was necessary to 
overcome that difference in some way in order to ensure a positive solution to the 
problem of ending nuclear weapon tests. It is our conviction that the additional 
capabilities of control created by the installation of automatic seismic stations 
in conjunction with certain elements of international control, of which we have 
already spoken, will make it possible to remove the obstacles that have arisen in 
connexion with the question of inspection and to do without inspection in carrying 
out control. In this sense our step is a compromise, a step ta!ien to overcome the 
remaining differences between us. If we had not been seeking for w:.ys out of the 
deadlock that has arisen in connexion with the question of on^-site inspection, the 
question of -using automatic seismic stations would not have been raised at all. This 
is political and scientific reality. 7/hen, moreover, we tell our \7estern partners 
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that Y/e see in the automatic stations. a way of getting round the controversial issue 
of inspection^ this in no \7ay means that we are trying to impose our -point of view on 
them. Automatic seismic stations are by no means a Soviet inventior.j and we could 
easily do without them altogether. In agreeing to the setting up of automatic seismic 
stations on our territory, together with certain elements of international control, 
about which we have spoken — in the form of participation by foreign personnel in 
delivery of the apparatus of the stations to the sites and. its return to the 
international centre — • v/e are making ^ I repeat once again , a definite concession 
to the point of view of the v/estern side. That is the only interpretation to be 
given to the existing situation and our willingness to accept the ido;. of automatic 
seismic stations « 

Unfortunately, despite the declaration of the United Sta^tes representative, 
j:Tc Dean, that they are prepared to consider the question of automr.tic seismic stations 
witncut any pre-conditions, the "Western Pov^ers are trying in every cssible way in 
their demands to insinuate these conditions, a11 we have so far heard from the V/estern 
side IS the assertion that the Western lowers are prepared to consider automatic 
seisnic stations as an adjunct to the control system proposed in the United Kingdom- 
United States documents submitted in August 1962 (:i;IDC/58 , El^GDC/'i?) , If the iVestern 
Powers continue to insist on that point of view, it is clear th^.t we cannot expect 
any positive results in our negotiations. Our Western partners should avail themselves 
of tne o]3portunity afforded them by the proposal for the use of autciiia.tic seismic 
stations for control purposes as an adjunct to the already-existin^ national detection 
posts. This is the direction in which lies the possibility of arriving at a positive 
a,nd mutually-acceptable solution to the problem of the cessation of all nuclear 
weapon tests for all time. 

In conclusion, I should like to say that I am bound to express regret that 
today's statement by the United States representative, kr, Dean^ did not contain any 
indication that the United States is prepared to re-exainine its position, v/hich has 
led our. negotiations into an impasse, but is insisting on its de::iand for inspection 
and an international control system^ :/-r« Dean's statement shows tnat the V.'estern 
Jc-cvers still maintain their old position. 7e note this with great regret^ since it 
clearly holds out no hope of arriving at an p.greement on the cessation of nuclear 
weapon tests • 
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'I'he United States representative ; i/.r. Dean, insisted again todc.y on switching 
our discussion of the question of the cessation of nuclear weapo-. tests to discussion 
of the technical aspects of the proposal for the use of automatic seismic stations, 
instead of reaching an understanding with us now on tlie basic principles of an 
agreement, "Te have already explained at the forty-eighth meeting of the Sub^Committee 
and at other meetings why a technical discussion at the present time would be 
useless and even harmful. In fact our negotiations are now .^.t a^ deadlock 
and we find nothing clever or encouraging in re-inforcing the present deadlock in 
our negotiations with yet another deadlock which will inevitably, I emphasize, 
inevitably arise if we sta-rt a technical discussion without havin^; reached a prelimin- 
ary understanding on the basic principles of an agreement. That deadlock will 
inevitably arise if we take the path of discussing technical details, as the Vfestern 
Powers propose, at the present time before we have reached an understanding on the 
basic principles of an agreement. If technical discussions in coniiexion with the use 
of automatic seismic stations are held in the circurastances where the v/estern Powers 
continue to maintain their former position, namely, continue to insist on their demand 
for an international observation system with on-site inspection, differences between 
us are bound to arise. Because. — and I draw the Committee's attention to what I am 
about to say ™ in that case, when discussing the technical aspects of the problem 
the Soviet side will base itself on a national system of observation, whereas, the 
".."astern side will base itself on an. international system of observation^ the Soviet 
side will not envisage inspection, whereas the Western side will do so and will approach 
the technical aspects of the discussion, taking into account their demand for on-site 
inspection. All this shows that we sxhould first reach an understanding on the basic 
principles of an agreement, 7q believe it is now possible to agree on control over an 
agreement for the prohibition of all tests, all nuclear weapon tests, without inspection^ 
on the basis of the use of national detection syster/is and automatic seismic stations 
with certain elements of international control, of which we have already spoken. Not 
until then can we proceed, fruitfully and without the danger of once .again driving 
the negotiations into deadlock, to discuss the technical aspects of the proposal for 
the use of automatic stations. 
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Baron yon PLAHEN (Sweden) s I may perhaps v/ish to revert at a later stage 
to the observations which iviro Dean has made about the reports coming from Stocidiolm 
regarding Soviet nuclear tests • I can only say at this stage that what iyir^ Dean has 
said corresponds to the reports which I have so far received • 

Turning now to my main statement^ let me say that to make generally acceptable 
and successful plans for general and complete disarmament is^ as we ioaow^ an infinitely 
difficult and time-consuming task* For this reason I cannot^ with all due respect 
to you^ Mr« Chairman^ fully share the pessimistic assessment which you made recently 
when speaking of the achievements — or lack of achievements — of this Conference ♦ 
There iS; however^ no denying that we have met with difficulties o In so fa.r as they 
are related to the complexity of the problems^ and as long as they are, so to say^ 
inherent in our task^ we have to face and accept those difficulties « But some of them 
may not be altogether necessary and could perhaps be avoided* I will make some brief 
comments on this subjects 

One of our diff icxilties lately has been a rather time-consuming discussioix 
regarding principles versus details* I £mi of the opinion that the use of the label ^ 
or concept., of "principle" in no way exempts us from putting the picture in focus 
and supplying our ideas with such details as to make them acceptably clear* 
That is one side of the coino But there is another side^ If one delegation launches 
an idea or proposal^ that does not discharge other delegations from responsibility 
for aiding in the work of making thKt proposal clear ^ realistic and acceptable o We 
are all involved in a joint effort o T|ais should be directed to making a clear 
blueprint for disarmament without^ one need hardly add^ blurring the main outlines 
by unn.ecessary details o 

Some of our difficulties may stem from the fact that we try to do two things at 
the same time^ Y/'e try to solve the problem of how to plan and implement general and 
complete disarmament. But in this work there is involved a secondary <, though most 
important^ task of maintaining continuous balance and equilibrium between the military 
forces « This problem^ for very obvious reasons, contains an element of guess-work 
in two dimensions, first regarding the actual situation, and, secondly, regarding the 
future situation. as it may develop under the impact of xmpredictable factors, such as 
further scientific and technological advances « 

Already this factor of uncertainty makes our work difficult. The problem of eq^ui- 
libriura is, however, still further complicated by the fact that it contains an element 
of negotiating, bilateral bargaining in a sense, between two great blocs. This is 
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perhnps ine£«^c:.pcb.le «. But it would be to our detriment and would add to our 
d;*.if iculties if we over'*-empha.sized in our plenary discussions this aspect of 
nGgotiation.-and bargaining* Once the problem is presented and the relevant facts 
given; it is not advanced by accusations or repetition*. I agree with what the 
representative of Romania said this mornings there should be no victors and no 
vanquished in these negotiations here (siipra* pol2) » I would go one step 

further: I dinli'vo aTon the concept of "c once ssi ens" when \re put for?^rd new 
proposals* I should, rather^ like to see them as contributions to carrying 

out our tasko 

Though I/^Tv rean modestly claims that the co-Chairmen do no workj> I venture to 
hope that they nevertheless do have useful discussions- These talks in camera may 
be more useful when it comes to negotiating about balance and equilibrium than 
repetition of detailed exposes at plenary meetings^ however ingenious the variations 
on a given theme may be-. 

In previous statements the Swedish delegation has time and again stressed the 
importance of getting the disarxTiament process started.- This first step may be the 
mosb difficulty? critical and crucial one* Out chances for general success wouldj 
however^ increase with partial successa Once general and complete disarmament is 
started; even if the beginning be modesty a tremendous train of events is set in 
rao'biono Even a humble start may give us renewed courage and faith to tackle the 
many reiviaining problems « We would also show the vfcrld that unity and positive 
results were possible ^ 

The S\7edish Pioreign Minister,. Mr* Nilsson^ speaking recently in the United 
Nations; saids 

"It is possible that the comprehensive schemes which have been presented 
by the Soviet Union and by the United States in the form of draft treaties 
can by painsta.king negotiations be brought together into one agreed blue 
■'■ print for di so.rma,Pjient ^ But we should not limit ourselves to this v/orkp 
lie r?iust try to give to the house of -disarmament a solid foundation so 
thvat it can weather temporary political storms even if it is only 
partially finished^ For this purpose we wish to stress that the greatest 
importance should now be a.ttached to the first few steps^ to stage I 
c'^ccording to the draft treaties^ or even to what might be called 
'prc'~^.ta,ge*-I measures' ^ *<. «> 
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"The pattern rrnivSt be? first; freezing of the present armaments level 
under an agreed ^regulation of armaments^ ^ scheme j, to borrow a seldoij. used 
tern frora the United Nations Charter, Thereafter^ as confidence grows^, 
bolder moves towards actual disarniamento I need not say that the ^pre~ 
staged that of freezing the present situation; implies in fact the 
preservations' of the status ^.quo in relation to military power J' 

This trend of thought seems to be reflected also in the consensus of the General 
Assembly as e:cpressed in resolution 1767 O^Il) . ?xeTe it is specifically stated in 
operative paragraph 3^ 

"::iecoir.niends that urgent attention should be given by the Eighteen-^-IJation 
GoL~^ittee to various collateral measures intended to decrease tension 
and to facilitate general and complete disarmament" « (aJR'ES/VJSJ^^^^^^^^ 
Thus we find good reason to suggest that during our after-Christmas session we 
should pay increased attention to a variety of collateral measure s. I use the term 
"collateral" in its widest sense; including pre-v^tage-I and/or early--stage-I measures. 
These can obviously be discussed according to a plan agreed upon by the two co- 
Chair-en* But 1 should find it rather unpromising if we were limited to a 

selection of exclusively Western and Eastern proposals* We hope that in this field 
the eight non-maligned countries will also be able to submit constructive and useful 
ideas of their o^vtio The Swedish delegation; in any case; reserves its right to 
submit further proposals for pre'-stage~I or early-stage-I measures* 

Cn 22 Lay 1962 I suggested for discussion one items the reduction of the risk 
of war thJTOugh accidents {EWC/,G o1/?V.6; p,^37) o The United States delegation has 
now i:iade a substantial contribution to this proposal by s^jbmitting its paper dated 
12 December (EMDC/7G) « I hope the.t further contributions will come fron other 

delegations and that this Vrill turn >9i^:i:t to be an item which can be discussed 
usefully and with fair che^nces for success; in spite of its being neither an Eastern 
or a Western idea^ but simply a non-aligned onoo 

It may be useful during our next term in 1963 to re-introduce our practice -"- 
which was launched hy you; icr. Chairman.; and the delegation of India — of having 
informal ::.eetings froc time to time. This type of discussion and co-operation may 
be useful, Obviously we must continue as before with plenary meetings; plus meetings 
of the CoiVu^iittee of the 7/hole? plus any new arrangements which may serve our purposes. 
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The form of our deliberations should under all circumstances correspond to our needs* 
^3? modus operandi mast suit us? we must not become sla,ves under our institutional 

arrangements* The fact that we have plenary meetings should not turn this Conference 
into a debating society or a clearing--house for set sjpeecheso Vv'e are not here to 
x..al:e orations about xoeace and disarraair.Gnt ; but rather to serve ^ with or without 
eloquence^ a.s architects for disarraaiaent* Our tash. is urgent and important <> and 
time is short o 

Finally, a nuclear test ban treaty was^ is and remains of utmost irjportance* 
It would be T^'ong not to rer^ind the nuclear Poorer s once again^ before our recess^ of 
their great and grave responsibilities in this respect* 

i.r«> BURNS (Canada) 2 On a point of procedure o I believe there is 

another speaker on the list after me* ii/hat I have to say will taice^ I thinLc, some 
twenty nrLnutes? and I was wondering whether the delegations here could perhe^ps 
restrain their impatience to hear what I have to say for another twenty--two hours or 
so* I really do not thinli that that delay would very much endanger the possibility 
of reaching any agreement on general, and complete disarmaments 

T:^^,,CBMJJ^^,^ (India) s Should we then stop now ? That would mean having 

ten spealiers tomorrovr^ but if they all spoke for no more than ten or fifteen minutes^ 
it might wcrh out satisfactorily,,* 

i.h>^J]l^^ (Canada) 2 Perhaps v^e might meet earlier tomorrow* 

■2:.:^ ChAKMAN (India) s Yes^ let us meet at IC a«mo tomorrow if necessary* 
¥ould the Coni^erence like to stop now and continue tomorrow 8.t IC a«rao, or go on now 
and hear the representative of Canada ? 

Baron von PLATEN (Sweden) s I propose that we hear the representative of 
Canada now; and start at IC a*m« tomorrow* 
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jr. TAI^ABAIIlV (Bulgaria) (lrjms]^y.on„f rj)EjlrenclJ s I propose tl.at, 

rather tlian l-ave two meetings tomorrow, we should continue for another hour now» 
I t:..ink that representatives might prefer to worh' another ::.our to-day rather than 
have an overloaded day tonorrow. In that way we might avoid an afternoon neeting 

tomorrow. 

^"-■■e^CLaMii^i (India): As there seems to be considerable feeling in favour 
of continuing at least for the present, we will in any case hear the representative 
of Canada nc-r, and afterwards it can be decided whether we hear any acre speai^ers 
today or laeet tomorrow at IC a.m., or both. I call on i:x. Burns. 

I.j:_. BUItNS (Canada) s This morning I am turning again to the problec which 
in the opi-:cn of the Canadian delegation, must reraain the prime concern of this 
Conference until we find a solution - that is, the problem of the cessation of 
nuclear weapon tests« It is a grave disappointment to the Canadian delegation -- 

and I an sure it is to tlie other delegations here — that during this last round of 
negotiations the nuclear Powers have failed to conclude the test ban agreement v/^^ich 
everyone has been hoping for so earnestly. 7&en this Conference reconvened on 

26 November, we had before us an urgent appeal from the General Assembly, I refer to 
resolution lY62 A (Wll) and particularly paragraph 3, which was unanimously supported. 

That paragraph urged: 

"... the Governraents of the Union of Soviet Socialist 'iepublics, the United 
hingdom of Great Britain and IJorthern Ireland and the United States of 
America to settle the remining differences between ther.: in order tc 
achieve agreement on the cessation of nuclear testing by 1 January 1963, 
and tc issue instructions to their representatives on the Sub-Committee 
on a Treaty for tfoe Discontinuance of Nuclear Weapon Tests to achieve 

this end;" iiilm/XmJ^IS^-^:::-^^^^^ ^ 

The debates in this Conference and in the Sub-Committee since 26 November 
regrettably show that thus far the representatives of the nuclear Powers have not 
received the necessary instructions from their governments. We deeply deplore that 
this unanimous appeal by ail States members of the United Nations has to date gone 
unh.e eded. 
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It iG all the more disheartening that' so little progress has. been nade in the 
last weeks vr.ien all the elements v^hich should permit an early solution acceptable 
to both sides seem to be a^t'hand — or so it appears to the Canadian delegation. 
Time and again it has heen pointed out in this Conference and elsewhere I:.o\7 narrow 
is the area of difference v/hich now separates the nuclear Powers* Both sides are 
in .accord that those tests \7hich are the most dangerous fron the viewpoint of both 
the nuclear arms race and the hazards they present to the health of manlrind can be 
stopped ;> and stopped now; on. the basis of an agreement providing for only national 
detection i::eans to ensure that all have confidence that their permanent cessation 
is being observedo So the area of dispute ;> as has been said maAy times^ is 
narrov^ed to only one sector — that iS;, what is required to give all parties tl:e 
assurance that the obligation to cease underground tests is being complied xrith* 

It is difficult indeed to accept that it is beyond our ingenuity to get over 
this final hurdle <^ Certainly there has OKien no lad: of hints? advice e.nd 
sugjRestions on how to surmount themo The memorandum (EMDC/28) of 16 April 
presented by the eight non-maligned members of this Conference^ a memorandum v/-hich 
has been accepted by both sides as a basis for negotiations^ Vfas the first i^jor 
step in the series of coinpromise solutions presented for the consideration of the 
nuclear Powerss. The seventeenth session of the General Assembly endorsed that 

memorandui::: and; in resolution 1762 (TsfU) ^ went further in offering a practical 
guide to the final solution of the problemo Eecognizing that in the underground 
environment a serious difference of view exists regarding the capability of 
monitoring coijpliance witli an agreement by external instrumentation alone ^ the 
General Assenbly recomiiaended in paragra,ph 6 of its resolution that the nuclear 
PoYrerss 

"0.0^ shcuxa en'ZjeT into an immediate agreement prohibiting nuclear \7eap0n 
tests in the atmosphere ; in outer space and under v/ater^ accompanied by 
an interim arrangement suspending all underground tests; talking as a 
basis the eight-nation memorandum tand taking into consideration other 
proposals presented at the seventeenth session of the General Assembly; 
SUCH interim agreement to include adequate assurances for effective 
detection and identification of seismic events by an international 
scientific commission;" (a/RES/1762 (}rVIl) - EIIDC/63) 
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T::e Canadian delegation wishes once more to pay tribute t)o the recent efforts 
of t:.:.e eight non-aligned members of this Conference to build on their oTrn memorandum 
of 16 ioril and on the terras of the resolution I have just q.uoted. In our view^ 

those delegations have come forv.'-ard with constructive proposals which^ when talien 
together, contain in broad outline all the elements v/hich are necessary to satisfy 
the legitimate concerns of the nuclear Powers* 

:: should like to review briefly these proposals advanced by the representatives 
of the uncomxaitted nations. As I understand thera^ their suggestions contain the 
following basic ideas - first; an iiiomediate agreement prohibiting tests in the three 
environ:.:ents where no control problem exists? second^ an interim arrangement to 
stop underground tests while a final agreement is being negotiated^ and; third, 
the establishment of an interim international scientific corm:aission to operate during 
the interim arrangement o The functions of the interim international scientific 

coviimission^ to taire the Gv/edish formulation^ would be three-fcld. It would provides 
"technical and scientific information and certain investigations.'^ (:j;iIDC/l'Y«84^ p«19) 
I tal-ce this to n^an that a major and^ perhaps the most important taslr. of the interim 
cominrlssion would be to study the adequacy of distant instrumentation as a means 
to detect and identify underground tests with a view to formulating recommendations, 
in the light of the actual experience gained during the period of the interim 
arrangement; on Y^hether on-site inspection vrill be a necessary and continuing element 
in a permanent agreement • 

The second function of the interim commission - and I quote again from the Svfedish 
proposal ~ would be tos assist "in the teclmical elaboration of tl^.e detection 
system and the data exchange o" (ibid^) It seems to me quite obvious that in a final 
agreement which will rely heavily on national detection systems it will be essential 
to mould existing stations into a co-ordinated and effective network and^ where 
necessary;, to recomiuend improvements in the system as a whole ^ including the 
installation of additional stations of high standard. This is a task which is 
envisaged for the commission in the eight-nation memorandum and to which, so far as 
I am aware;, none of the nuclear Powers has objectedo 
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Thirdly^ tne interin international commission would perform the functions which 
the eighth-nation memorandum envisages for a permanent commission and which are set 
out in paragraphs 4 and 5 of that memorandum^ Those provisions are well hnown to 
all of uc» xhere ha^s, of coxirse? been a difference of Yiew among the nuclear Powers 
concerning tleir interpretation but? in our opinion^ recent comments by non-aligned 
representatives in this Conference have been most helpful in clarifying their intentc 
The most important consideration here is that States would be obliged to give the inter- 
national co}:amission the evidence necessary to satisfy it concerning the nature of any 
event which the commission judged to be doubtful or unidentified — including in 
some cases invitations for inspectiouo Failure to satisfy the commissicn in this 
way would be a breach of the agreement and would free other parties to tl^e agreement 
from any obligations they had assumed under it. 

'/ih.at las been the reaction of the nuclear Powers to these suggestions ? In the 
plenary meeting on 5 December j, Sir Kichael "/7right? speaking for the United llingdom^ 
saidt 

"If the Soviet Union wants more time for negotiation on either of 
those proxDosals" — he was speaking of the terms of a. final comprehensive 
treaty — 'Hhen let us carry out the recommendation in operative paragraph 6 
of General Assembly resolution 1762 A (J^VJ.l) and conclude a permanent 
agreement without international verification in the three fallout 
environ'^ents with an interim agreement on the underground 
environment J^ (Ejg)C/?y„.8J^ p. J3) 
In the same statement the United Xingdom representative made it clear that his 
government wus prepared to give syiapathetic consideration to the suggestions 
advanced hy the non-~aligned representatives in this Conference and that j^:e \Tas 
anxious to give "further impulsion to these initiatives and suggestions"* (ibid op« 12; 

Later at the same meeting Mro Dean, the United States representative^ saids 
"o<><,. these suggestions merit careful consideration o«." (ifeicUju.P..^?^'. 
And again;, I note from the verbatim record that on 18 December in the nuclear 
Sub-Committee Lr. Dean stated: 
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■r>.e United /.ingdom and the United States pointed out that that \ras 
an interesting and in-portant move and that they would study it in the 
light both of the General Assembly's recoramendations and of their ovm 
positions regarding adequate assurances for effective det@<ition and 
identification of seisnic events, as set forth in their comprehensive 
draft treaty (Ei'IDC/58) . " (SWDC/SC.iZSL5i^.Jif».9) 

So far the Soviet representative appears to have adopted a negative attitude 
to the approach which has been suggested. I confess that his arguments against 
an interii- arrangement to halt underground tests continue to puzzle and disappoint 
me« Although I have carefully studied the comments on this subject which he m3.de 
on 3 Deceniber, I am unable to understand his objections. i'x, Tsarapkin appears to 
have given I:.:.s rosan reason for opposing an interim arrangement when he said that 

its 

".., conceals in a disgttised form, an attempt to reduce the vAole me/oter 
to a pajrtial agreement, leaving the ;fe stern Powers free to carry out 
undergTound nuclear weapon tests," (E|©c£PL,86i~-Sa^Jl-jMJ.2l 
Surely this is a curious charge to make against a suggestion which has had the 
support of the majority of States kembers of the United Nations as well as the 
majority around this table, including the non-aligned members. Of course, we would 
all regard an immediate comprehensive and permanent ban on all tests as the ideal 
solution» 2he whole point of suggesting an interim arrangement for the cessation 
of underground tests is that such an arrangement appears to offer the best 
possibility of resolving the remaining differences which have so far bloched the 
conclusion of a permanent agreement. Under such an arrangement, the Soviet Union 
would have the opportunity of demonstrating to an interim scientific cocanission, 
made up largely of scientists from non-aligned States, that it is right when it 
claims that on-site inspection is unnecessary to ensure that an agreement to halt 
underg-round tests is being respected by all parties. If, after a trial period, 
the Soviet Union was dissatisfied with the functioning of the interim arrangement, 
it would net be bound by it for ever. As the representative of the United iarab 
Republic so .justly remarked, if the arrangement were tc fail "we would thenievert 
to the present regrettable situation, but not to a worse one". (EIffiC/?V,88, -Jo30) 
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I thiai- I shall have "bo, say a word or two about the question of "blaoi: boxes" 
in the light of some of the remarks mde by the Soviet representative this rooming 
since, as I understood him, he was saying that the Soviet Union offers this 
suggestion of "black, boxes", or has adopted it, in lieu of the other proposals 
previously advanced which would perhaps require on-site inspection. But, as far 
as I know, no one has ever constructed one of these "black boxes". No one knows 
how the "black boxes" would work: no one Imows if they are workable. The Soviet 

representative said that we could decide later between us what would be placed in 
the "black boxes". It seems te me that it is not a very logical or reasonable 
procedure to present a proposal for the use of a device which no one has ever made 
and which no one has ever tried out, and to say that it is going to solve the 
problera. It is not a very sound argument on the part of the Soviet Union to say; 
"This is a concession we have made — to adopt this proposal to use 'black boxes' " , 
which are coi^pletely untried and which, although they my contain useful possibilities 
are, until they are. proved scientifically, nothing but a suggestion. 

The second point about this proposal is that the Soviet delegation is 
apparently not willing to prove it scientifically, but demands that it be accepted 
as a way out of the present impasse. In the.^y this suggestion has been put 
forward, IC am afraid the Canadian delegation has not been at all convinced that it is 
going to be of any real help in reaching final agreement. 

In conclusion, the Canadian delegation wishes to address an earnest appeal to 
all the nuclear Powers represented here to use the forthcoming recess to reconsider 
their positions in the light of the suggestions which have been put forward «vring 
this round of negotiations, and to come back to the Conference table with the 
instructions which will permit the conclusion early next year of this vital 
agreement which is so essential both to the peoples of the world and to the successful 
continuation of our work irx this Conference. 

As I expect this to be the last occasion on which the Canadian delegation will 
be speai:ing at this session, I should like to record our thanlts to Ivir. Epstein, as 
the Deputy Special Representative of the Secretary-General, and to the other United 
Nations officials who are assisting hia — the interpreters, the translators, the 
verbat-ira reporters, the editors, and all those members of the United Nations 
Secretariat who are providing the essential services which enable us to carry on 
our deliberations. i/e wish them a happier and more fruitful New Year, 
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The CMIRi/IAU ( India )s T^ie tine is now t^Tonty past one. There is still 
ono nore spea.ier on my. list^ and the United States delegation has asiied for the 
floor in exercise of the right of reply. We have already nine speai^ers on the list 
for tomorrow' s meeting, ¥e could either hear the representative of Czechoslova/xia 
and then the United States representative; in right of reply; now; or we could 
adjourn now and meet earlier tomorrow ™ at 9.30^ perhaps ™ as I believe some 
representatives will be leaving tomorroY^ afternoono 

ivxr> CA-yiJLLETTX (Italy) (translation from French )s Since I shall be the 
Chairman of tomorrow's meeting i am somewhat worried about the long list of spear.ersc 
At the risiv of b^in^ thought selfish, I suggest that before adjourning the present 
meeting we should hear the representative of Czechoslovakia and then the United 
States representative o 

The CHAlRMAff ( India)? Ii there is no objection we vn-11 proceed as 
suggested by the representative of Italy^ 

Mr . KURjL^ (Czechoslovaiaa) (translation from Russian )t I am very 
grateful to the representative of Italy for his :.:ind proposal, and, since all our 
colleagues arc looking at their watches, I will confine myself to certain general 
observations in connexion with the conclusion of our work* 

I should like at the outset to emphasize that this is the third time- since the 
E.Lghteen*-.Nation Committee's Y/or.i began that we have had to note "ust before a recess 
th:xt negotiations, particularly on the main problem, namely, general and complete 
disarmament, have produced no tangible results. This should give us food for 
serious thought about the future prospects of our wor:.. I should li.';e to say 
ouito frani'dy-^.'-and in doing so I refer in particular to the statement of the 
United States representative on 14 December (ENDC/?V,92, pp. 21 .et^.,se£.) — that we 
are faced with an especially urgent problem regarding the future course of our worko 

From this statement of the United States representative the conclusion could 
be dra\m that the future prospects are rather grimj but I do not feel that I need 
deal with this in any detail in my statement, since the Soviet Union representative 
has already done so today ^ 

The third part of the negotiations of the Eighteen~-Nation CoiTimittee has- also 
sho'/m very clearly that the main cause of the disappointing results in regard to 



t> 



31IDC/PV.94 

(j^.-..i^^Qir , C zecho slo va,^^ ) 

general and coraplete disarr.ianent is that the Western Powers still maintain their 
former uncompromising- positions^ which preclude all progress. At the seventeenth 
session of the General Assembly the LLa::ority of representatives of iv.eiiiber States 
expressed their deep concern at the results so far obtained, and appealed for a 
radical chan-e in our Co.:ii-ittee' s wor.io This was also expressed clearly in Creneral 
Assembly resolution 1767 (XVII ) (SMBC/64), which appealed to the States .ienbers of 
the Cororaittee to obtain positive results and to continue their v/or:-: "in a spirit of 
constructive compromise". 

The attitude with which the delegations of the socialist countries^ and 
particularly the delegation of the Soviet Union, have so far approached this 
question is in coi.aplete harinony with this appeal of the General Assehibly, Durin^ 
the Coi:iraittee< s wori^. the Governi^ient of the Soviet Union has sub'iitted a nur.iber of 
proposals in which it has r.ioved towards the Tfestern Powers' positiouo It has in 
this way shown itself coapletely willin^v to reach a -;-enerally acceptable agreement. 
The aost strii:in- example of this systeraatic effort of the Soviet Government is the 
last of its proposals subnitted by the L'inister of ?oreie,n Affairs of the Soviet 
Union at the seventeenth session of the General Assembly (a/PV.1127 (provisional), 
p,38)e This, in our view, creates a suitable basis for reinovin^ the obstacles 
which have so far been blociin^, the path to a/.ree:nent on the elir-iination of nuclear 
iiiissile vehicles* 

T/hat, however, do vre notice in the attitude adopted by the l^estern delegations? 
These delegations have in fact come with empty hands to the third part of the 
renewed negotiations, just as they did to the second part. Not only ha^ve they 
submitted no proposals of their own v^hich could help to close the gap between the 
positions, but they have also adopted a negative, or at any rate an evasive, 
attitude towards the realistic proposals the Soviet Union has submitted in order to 
reaxh agreements 

•If we are to carry on real negotiations, it is essential for both sides to 
show an equal .measure of -joodwill and of effort to find a generally acceptable 
compromiseo Unfortunately, however, it has to be noted that the delegations of the 
Western Powers not only contribute nothing towards overcoming the existin^ 
divergencies of views, but even demand .acre and more concessions from the socialist 
countries ¥e have already had occasion to point out this curious approach to 
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the negotiations a There is no need to Giaphasize a^ain that it is not enou^^,!"! for 
one side alone to raaice efforts ;, since tha'u cannot lead to any positive results, 

¥hat^ however^ causes us most concern in the position of the Western Powers is 
their stubborn refusa.l to ta::e any effective measures to remove the threat of 
nuclear war« We have on several occasions pointed out that the reason for this 
position is that nuclear v/eapons and the ability to start a nuclear war are still 
central in their foreign policy and strate^^ic thinl:in<3o This has received new 
confirmation in a recent interview :;iven by the United States Secretary of Defence^ 
j^'ir^ .IvicNainara^ to a reporter froiu the "Saturday Evening Post"^ I/jr« Olson* In 
coiiiinentin^ on this interviev/ the London "Tiiaes" of 27 November said that^ jud^'in^; 
from the words of Mtc blcHataara^ the aim of the United States was to hiajce nuclear 
weapons an effective instrument of governaient policy* It therefore appears that 
the real obstacle is not the countless objections raised here by representatives of 
the Western Powers but^ on the contrary^ the continuing policy of the United States 
and of other Western Povrers towards the nuclear ar::iaiients race« This is the true 
cause of the Western Powers' opposition to the Soviet Union's proposal to destroy 
nuclear weapon delivery vehicles in the first sta^e of general and couiplete 
disarmamento This is where we believe the explanation can be found for the 
opposition they have so far shown to the last co.'aproiidse proposal of the Soviet 
Union for solving this problem^ This is also tlie reason why they are unwilling to 
a^^ree to any radical dis8.ruaLueiat laeasures 

This is the only conclusion that ca,n be dra/zm frosa the general tone and trend 
of the stateiiient of the United States representative on 14 Deceiiber* In his 
stateraent^ I/lr* Dean laade no ur^^ent appeal for radical Pleasures of ^eneral and 
complete disariaaiaent or for rei.ioval of the dan;;er of nuclear war^ the reality of 
which has recently been de:nonstrated drainaticalljT^ hy the Caribbean crisis « 
Instead he stated that the present United States policy consists in "the deployraent 
of elements of the stren ;th" of the United States and of the rest of the so-called 
free world "in areas closer to the peri:aeter" of tlie countries of the socialist 
bloc (S[[\IDC/PVe92j p«14). He also stated that the ^nilitary bases vdth which the 
NATO countries are trying' to surround the socialist States are an essential 
component of the present day "military arranQ'er:ients" of the so-called free world 
(ibido pol5)» In connexion with his repeated attac'.;.s on the socialist countries^ 
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i^lt. Dean also said that tlie' Western Pov/ers could not accept any disarriiament =aeasures 
as a result of which the ^'free world'^ vrauld 'beco:.:e at all wea.ier than it is at 
present . (j^bid, p«12)* 

"iWiat then is the ai • of the United States? To perpetuate the present 
dan^^^erous situation, or to effect a ra^dical cure by carry in j out ^eneral and 
coi.iplete disari.'iai.ient^ v/hich all the peoples of the world demand' and for which the 
delectations of i.iost uenbex countries of this Coiuriittee are strivin^^? 

I uust say quite f r?;,ri ly that the present attitude of the Western delectations, 
and particularly of the ilATO countries;^ tov/ards the f^.ain prob,le..iS of general and 
coi'plete disar;.ia/ient _,'ives rise to considerable doubt. The Western Powers still 
reject the proposal to eli.'iinate nuclear weapon delivery vehicles in the first 
sta^^e of -eneral and coiiplete disarTia^ient and to eii-iinate bases on foreiv^n "^^^^ri- 
tory^ on the pretext that this would -threaten their security because of the 
advantage in arr.ied forces and conventiona,! weapons possessed by the Soviet Union 
a.nd the other socialist countries « It has already been deraonstrated on nup.erous 
occasions by evidence fror: Western sources that these assertions have no foundation. 

The delegations of the socialist countries have shown every ^readiness to :.ieet 
these objections of the 7estern Pov/ers* If the 77estern Pov/ers are really afraid 
of the ariried forces and conventional armar-.-ents of the socialist countries, they are 
at complete liberty to propose r.iore radical disar- -a^vient uieasures in this fieldc 
However, they reject such measures also, on the pretext that this would disturb 
their existin^^ systeia of • military ^.roupia^s and bases* 

T/hat then is the position? The '7e stern Powers refuse to destroy either nuclear 
weapon vehicles or the weapons ther.iselves; they also reiect the eli'.iinaticn of 
military bases on foreign territory, and radical raeasures affectin^, amed forces and 
conventicnal weapons, Tr^iat disari-ia-ient iieasures are they then v/illirig to carry 
out? The measures they .propose, especially in the first stage^ are anything;"; but 
effective for rejuovinj the dan^^er of- nuclear vrar or for real disarriauento That is 
why, in spite of all efforts to blane the socialist, delegations for the sterility of 
our- negotiations hitherto, all disari.ia. -ent negotiations are cau-.ht- in- a vicious 
circlOo 

A sioilar situation can be"' seen in the ne;^'otir.tions for the cessation of nuclear 
weapon tests.,, .¥e have before us General Assembly resolution 1"762A (XVII )( JJIIDC./63.), 
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which calls urgently for the cessation of all nuclear tests not later than 
1 January 1963, It calls for further negotiations on this natter^ based on the 
raemorandwa of the ei^ht non-alit;,ned countries of 16 April 1962 (3tTi)C/28), 7fe have^ 
however;, to adxait with re^^ret that no substantial progress has been raade in this 
field either, 

T/liereas the delegations of the Soviet Union and the other socialist countries 
have expressed their full support of this appeal by the General Assembly at its 
seventeenth session for the unconditional cessation of nuclear tests by 1 January 
1963^ the 7fostern Powers have ta:cen and are still ta'...in£ a negative attitude to 
thir; on the pretext that they can accept no r.ieasures without international control 
anJ;j in particular^ vrithout obligatory on^-site inspection. Eence the <7estern 
Powers still refuse to accept the meiriorandu/n of the non-«aligned countries as a basis 
for a reasonable compro..:ise/ and still insist that control over the cessation of 
■'^.r.d^rgroun.d nuclear explosions should include coripulsory international inspection* 
The Soviet Union has sug^^ested a wa,y to brid^^e this /:ap^ and has proposed raa r.ing 
rse of the idea of autoiviatic seisuiic stations which could reliably detect and 
identify seismic events^ Eowev^r^ the reaction of the Western nuclear Pov/ers^ 
dolc^ations to this proposal is not very encouraging;, since they still liri--, its 
di3cu:3sion to acceptance of the principle of compulsory on-site inspection* T/e 
?;ro— oGt that the solution of this probleui is not far distant^ but depends on whether 
Tho ¥c:;tern nuclc.r Po\7ers show sufficient goodwill to roach agre"^ment* l':r<, Dean 
indicated today that ar^reeraent nit,ht not be fa.r off » We agree with him^ and 
appeal to the Western nuclear Powers to ta;.:e the step necessary to ^ive speedy 
effect to this possibility, 

lie consider that those are the main reasons \7hy our wor:: has so far ^iven no 
positive results Until the ^overnrients of the 7restern Powers recognize these 
facts and coraraonsense prevails amon^- thei/i, we shall continue to encounter the same 
diff icultic">.5 in our wor;.;. as we have hitherto « I hope the ri^^ht interpretation 
will be put on our words • It is not a q^uestion of shutting- the door on further 
no^,otiations« It is i-ierely necesse.ry for the Western Powers^ representatives to 
ma:::o use of the comin^ recess in this Coi-raittee' s wor . to reflect seriously on the 
situo,tion which has a,risen and 'reviev/ their hitherto ne^^ative position* Otherwise 
we sho.ll all be faced with the real dan.:^er that before the next recess in our wor;-- 
V70 shall again be folrced to adiait tliat \7e have been riariiing tirae to no purpose « 
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Having made these rather pessimistic re>^ar..:s^ I should li. .e to loo.>: for^mrd 
with opti^isra if only because this is the last stateraent i shall :-.m;.::e ™ and to bar.e 
the opportunity of offering ay best Y^ishes for the ilew Year to all .uy colleaj^ues 
and to the representatives of the 3ecretary<»»General. I hope you will not consider 
it too ai'ibitious or presu-.ptuous if I express the hope that the New Year will not 
only brin^' us all peace ^ health and renewed ne..otiations in our Conmittee, but will 
also brin^ us soLiie new ideas and new political decisions which will enable us to 
maiie, in the spirit of constructive co; pj^ornise^ further progress in our ne>2,otiations 
for general and complete disa^ruiaaent., 

jUr*_DSAlJ (United States of i-j .erica )s The representative of the Soviet 
Union g^uoted (^su^rao p« 24- } fro:! the speech vmich I ;-ade ii:. plenary meeting of the 
Ei^^hteen-Nati.on Comrjittee on 14 Dece.ubero F.ov/ever^ he omitted the last four Yfords 
of the sentence which he quoted. Perhaps this was not intended^ perhaps the 
omission occurred in the interpretation, Kov^ever^ I should li. :e to read whs/t} I 
actually saids 

"United States officials will not be impressed hy exhortations^ such as 
those 'from the Soviet bloc delerations here, that the hir^hest norm or 
standard for disariuarient ne^^otiations must be ^ the elimination of the 
ris.i of nuclear war cee"— and he omitted the following words — '\ « . in 
the first sta^e^". (^^^2J£Ll21i^.zM'> 
The following sentences reads 

"Eliminate it we intend to* in our overall disarmament pro;;ramme^ in our 
three stages^ as advocated by the Joint Statement of A?jreed Principles^ 
but of this you may be sures we shall not be led into palpably one- 
sided -uoves at the beginning of disarmam.ent which would clearly favour 
the Soviet bloc and [jeopardize the security of the free world. 

The first sta^^e is not our ultimate ^oals our goal is rather a 
complete proi^ramme of total and complete disarm.ament in a peaceful vrorld*, 
There is nothing sacrosanct about either the measures of the first sta^e 
or its durationo That is a portion of a total programme ^ to be 
executed in a time period sub;>ct to negotia^tion^ ,*," (ijij;^« ) 
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The CrlkiFuiiAl ] (India): I understand that it has been arreed that 
tomorrow's ineeting shall start at 10 a«:n« 



The Conference dec ided, to issu e t he follov/in,, corai/iunique ; 

"The Conference of the Ei/;,hteen«Nation Co.'.iittee on Disarraai.ient 
today held its ninety-fourth plenary i;>eetin:. in the Palais des Nations, 
Geneva; under the chair:.ianshi;.p of the representative of India, 

"Statements T/ere •.lade by the representatives of Ror.ianis., the 
United States of A.:erica, the Soviet Union, Sweden, Canada and 
Czechoslovakia. 

"The next plenary iueeting of the Conference will be held on Thursdr.y, 
20 Deceober 1962 at iC aw:i." 



The i.ieetin j ro se at 1«> 45 p#m * 



